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To  the  people  of  San  Francisco: 

The  Annual  Report  of  the  San  Francisco  Firearm  Injury  Reporting  System  (SFFIRS)  is  a  detailed 
account  of  firearm-related  deaths  and  injuries  occurring  in  San  Francisco  during  1999.  This 
report  shows  the  value  of  collaboration  between  the  San  Francisco  Police  Department,  Medical 
Examiner's  Officer,  San  Francisco  General  Hospital,  San  Francisco  Injury  Center,  and  the 
Department  of  Public  Health.  For  the  first  time,  we  have  shared  data  that  links  information  from 
several  agencies  for  nearly  500  victims  and  suspects  involved  in  incidents  of  firearm  violence. 

The  social  and  economic  disparities  that  must  be  overcome  to  further  reduce  violence  in  the 
homes  and  in  particular  neighborhoods  of  San  Francisco  pose  a  significant  challenge.  The 
amount  of  resources  devoted  to  dealing  with  victims  and  perpetrators  of  violence  are  straining 
our  systems  and  are  disproportionate  to  the  investment  in  prevention  efforts.  This  report  provides 
compelling  reasons  for  increased  funding  for  efforts  that  would  prevent  individuals  from  ending 
up  in  our  hospitals  and  jails.  The  report  also  demonstrates  that  firearm  violence  is  not  constrained 
to  geographic  boundaries — nearly  one-quarter  of  the  victims  and  suspects  were  not  residents  of 
San  Francisco.  This  points  to  the  need  for  regional  leadership  that  will  bring  counties  together  to 
share  in  developing  "best  practices"  for  working  within  our  communities. 

While  this  report  focuses  on  firearm-related  deaths  and  injuries,  one  of  the  key  recommendations 
is  to  begin  work  that  will  expand  this  system  to  include  all  forms  of  violent  injury  and  death. 
Unfortunately,  this  will  add  another  1,200  victims  and  suspects  to  the  reporting  system  each 
year.  This  report  is  a  first  step.  We  envision  that  the  reporting  system  will  provide  a  framework 
for  actions  needed  to  expand  and  evaluate  violence  reduction  efforts  in  our  County.  Towards  this 
end,  much  important  work  in  violence  prevention  is  already  underway.  For  those  who  work 
directly  with  victims  and  perpetrators,  we  ask  for  your  help  in  undertaking  a  commitment  to 
work  more  closely  than  we  have  in  the  recent  past.  Lastly,  looking  beyond  the  pages  of  this 
report,  we  must  remember  that  there  are  faces  behind  these  numbers  including  not  only  of  the 
fatal  victims,  but  also  those  of  the  surviving  victims,  perpetrators,  witnesses,  children,  parents, 
friends,  educators,  law  enforcement  officers,  emergency  and  health  care  providers  who  are  all 
impacted  in  many  ways  by  these  events. 


Mitchell  H.  Katz,  MD  M.  Margaret  Knudson,  MD 

Director  of  Health  Director 

City  and  County  of  San  Francisco  San  Francisco  Injury  Center 
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March  1998,  San  Francisco  Examiner 

We  have  to  approach  it  holistically,  not  partially. ..They  do  one  study  over  there,  we  do  another  study  over 
here.  We  all  have  to  work  together  on  it. 

— Lieutenant  David  Robinson 
Homicide  Investigations,  San  Francisco  Police  Department 
(from  article  "Guns  killing  more  blacks  in  City",  5  March  1998) 


February  2002  SFFIRS  Annual  Report 

The  multi-agency  database  provides  our  department  with  a  more  clear  and  exact  breakdown  of  data  that 
allows  us  to  focus  on  the  impact  of firearm-related  deaths  and  injuries.  Additionally,  the  data  provided  in 
the  report  shows  us  where  in  our  community  the  need for  education  is  paramount. 

— Lieutenant  Judie  Pursell 

Homicide  Investigations,  San  Francisco  Police  Department 


This  report  of  the  SFFIRS  offers  one  of  the  first  and  most  comprehensive  looks  at  the  problem  of firearm 
deaths  and  injuries  in  a  single  county.  From  a  review  of  the  data  contained  in  this  report,  two  clear  areas 
emerge  where  injury  prevention  efforts  should  be  focused:  substance  abuse,  which  can  be  implicated  in 
many  violent  crimes,  and  suicide  prevention. 

— Peggy  Knudson,  MD 

Director,  UCSF-San  Francisco  Injury  Center,  Professor  of  Surgery 


Behavior  modification  and  general  education  improvements  resulting  in  improved  living  conditions  will 
likely  reduce  gun  use.  Gun  safety  can  be  taught  in  public  schools— just  like  tobacco  and  traffic  safety 
programs.  Linking  data  is  a  foundation  to  defining,  understanding,  and  reducing  gun-related  deaths. 

— Boyd  Stephens,  MD 

Chief  Medical  Examiner,  San  Francisco 


The  San  Francisco  Firearm  Injury  Reporting  System  delineates  the  most  comprehensive  summary  of  both 
victims  and  perpetrators  to  date.  Only  by  identifying  risk  factors  will  we  be  able  to  identify  at-risk 
individuals  in  the  Emergency  Department  and  initiate  appropriate  interventions  and  referrals  such  as  the 
Trauma  Recovery  Center.  This  reporting  system  is  also  an  excellent  basis  for  evaluation  of  interventions. 
Expanding  the  scope  of  this  report  to  include  all  forms  of  violence  would  be  a  valuable  next  step. 

—Alan  Gelb,  MD,  FACEP 

Chief,  SFGH  Emergency  Services;  Clinical  Professor  UCSF 
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This  report  has  application  to  several  ongoing  endeavors  of  SFPD.  The  material  will  be  useful  for  the  Use 
of  Force  instructors  at  the  Police  Academy  to  help  better  prepare  officers  for  street  work.  Additionally,  I 
believe  the  SFFIRS  material  will  be  of  benefit  to  our  Field  Operations  Bureau,  specifically  in  its  recently 
inaugurated  Operation  Cease-fire  program.  This  program  involves  a  multidisciplinary  approach,  utilizing 
academics  and  practitioners,  focusing  resources  in  targeted  areas  where  firearm-related  homicides  are 
more  prevalent,  and  perhaps,  partially  susceptible  to  reduction  in  frequency. 

—William  Welch 

Deputy  Chief,  San  Francisco  Police  Department 


The  creators  and  contributors  to  the  San  Francisco  Firearm  Injury  Reporting  System  have  demonstrated 
the  power  of  collaboration  across  agency  and  departmental  boundaries.  This  very  rich  data  source  will 
certainly  enhance  the  work  of  health  care  providers  and  researchers  as  we  attempt  to  eliminate  gun 
violence  and  its  aftermath  in  our  community. 

—Chris  Wachsmuth,  RN,  MS 

Associate  Hospital  Administrator,  SFGH-Emergency  Services 


The  data  linkage  will  assist  us  in  documenting  the  facts  about  shootings  and  violence  in  general.  The 
targeted  geographical  areas  and  the  correlation  between  criminal  history  and  drug  involvement  can  be 
linked  to  the  environment  of  poverty,  unemployment,  lack  of  job  training,  over-crowded  housing,  a  lack  of 
organized  recreational  activities  and  the  negative  culture  that  can  breed  violence.  This  comprehensive 
level  of  information  can  be  used  to  identify  our  targeted  populations,  reinforce  the  program  rationale  and 
methodology  we  have  chosen;  as  well  as  strengthen  our  policy  recommendations  for  blended funding  and 
coordination  of  programs. 

—Cynthia  Selmar,  LCSW,  MPH,  BCDVC  III 

Director,  African-American  Health  Initiative,  Community  Health 
Promotion  &  Prevention,  San  Francisco  Department  of  Public  Health 


The  report  takes  the  much  needed  step  of  integrating  information  from  the  different  agencies  that  deal 
with  gun  violence.  This  linkage  of  existing  data  sources  can  help  us  to  understand  the  distribution  of 
firearm  violence  in  our  County  that  affects  both  residents  and  nonresidents. 

—Randy  Reiter,  PhD,  MPH 

Community  Health  Epidemiology  &  Disease  Control, 
San  Francisco  Department  of  Public  Health 


— .  .  _  _  _ 

San  Francisco  Firearm  Injury  Reporting  System 


iii 


San  Francisco  Firearm  Injury  Reporting  System 


San  Francisco  Police  Department 

Deputy  Chief  William  Welch 
Lieutenant  Judie  Pursell 
Lieutenant  David  Robinson 
Officer  Adrian  Lim 
Officer  John  Propst 
Beatrice  Edwards,  Homicide 


San  Francisco  Medical  Examiner 

Boyd  Stephens,  MD 
Donna  Allison,  PhD 


San  Francisco  Injury  Center,  UCSF 

M.  Margaret  Knudson,  MD 


San  Francisco  General  Hospital 

Christine  Wachsmuth,  RN,  MS 
Alan  Gelb,  MD,  FACEP 
Nel  O'Neil,  RN,  MSN,  FNP 
Carol  Shagoury,  RN,  MS 
Linda  Doyle,  ART 


San  Francisco  Department  of  Public  Health 

Edward  Hernandez,  BSN,  MBA,  MPH 

Randy  Reiter,  PhD,  MPH 

Cynthia  Selmar,  LCSW,  MPH,  BCDVC  III 


Trauma  Foundation 

Elizabeth  McLoughlin,  ScD 


A  special  thanks  to  Virginia  Smyly,  MPH,  Acting  Director,  San  Francisco  Department  of  Public  Health, 
Community  Health  Promotion  and  Prevention  Branch:  her  leadership  in  undertaking  this  project  and 
guidance  throughout  the  process  have  been  invaluable. 

We  appreciate  the  dedication  and  excellent  work  done  by  Chauncey  Johnson,  who  was  responsible  for 
data  collection.  We  are  also  grateful  to  Amy  Liao  for  assistance  with  preparation  of  the  report. 

We  are  indebted  to  the  staff  of  the  National  Violent  Injury  Statistics  System  (www.nviss.com)  at  the 
Harvard  School  of  Public  Health.  The  grant  from  Harvard  for  the  SFFIRS  pilot  site  was  made  possible 
by  funds  received  from  the  Center  on  Crime,  Communities  and  Culture  of  the  Open  Society  Institute; 
the  Irene  Diamond  Fund;  the  Joyce  Foundation;  the  John  D.  and  Catherine  T.  MacArthur  Foundation, 
the  David  and  Lucile  Packard  Foundation,  and  the  Annie  E.  Casey  Foundation.  Lastly,  we  would  like  to 
express  our  thanks  to  the  Firearm  Injury  Center,  Medical  College  of  Wisconsin  for  assisting  us  with  the 
many  technical  questions  that  we  had. 


San  Francisco  Firearm  Injury  Reporting  System 


San  Francisco  Firearm  Injury  Reporting  System 


Table  of  Contents 


Table  of  Contents 


'r.^:v;'■:!"l^'■"■::■l^""l■l""■l^:l■l"■l^   ' 1  1 — :■■ . 1   •"— '-  ••  11 1 1 " ■  •: •  ■  ? 1 1 1 ' 11 " "■  ■ 1  ■ 1 " : - 1 " : 1  - 1  ■  ■ : ■  ■ 1 .■ : ■  ■  ■ 1 1  • — ■-   ■•■  ■■  ■>-  .. .... . ■ ....... ... ......,ivi.~i.r-^^^  ^!mmmm ......... i.,,,, ,  m \w>w}>>wmm>>ww>wmww}>>mww 

Page  Number 

Executive  Summary  1 

The  Case  for  Data  Linkage  ;  1 

Key  Findings  for  1999  Firearm-related  Deaths  and  Injuries  2 

Firearm  Death  Rates  in  SF  Compared  to  California  the  U.S.,  and  to  the  SF  Bay  Area  2 

Characteristics  and  Circumstances  of  Firearm-related  Deaths  and  Injuries  2 

Victim  Criminal  History  and'Drug  involvement  3 

Suspects  and  Firearms  i  4 

Future  Directions  for  the  San  Francisco  Firearm  Injury  Reporting  System  (SFFIRS)  5 

Data  Collection  and  Linkage  Issues  5 

Program,  Planning,  and  Policy  Issues  5 

Health  Care  Provider  Issues  6 

Research  Issues  ■  "   .  6 

Introduction  9 

Introduction  1 1 


Project  Background  ;  12 

Magnitude  of  Firearm-related  Violence  15 

Methods  21 

Case  Definition  23 

Data  Sources   23 

Case  Entry  24 

Data  Collection  _     _____  30 

Analysis  31 

Limitations  and  Technical  Notes  31 

Characteristics  of  Firearm-related  Injuries   33 

Fatal  and  Nonfatal  Firearm-related  Injuries  by  Intent  35 

Residence  _  __  37 

Overall,  Firearm-related  Injuries,  Age-adjusted,  and  Age-specific 

Rates,  by  Intent,  Gender,  and  Race/Ethnicity  _  _  _     39 

Circumstance  45 

Circumstances  Surrounding  the  Firearm-related  Incidents   47 

Fatal  and  Nonfatal  Firearm-related  Injuries  47 

Location  and  Time  47 

Neighborhood  of  Incident       51 

Victim's  and  Suspect's  Distance  from  Incident   :  56 

incident  by  Precinct  59 

Homicides  and  Assaults  60 

Location  and  Time  60 

Neighborhood  of  Homicide  and  Assault  Incidents    63 

Victim's  and  Suspect's  Distance  from  Homicide  and  Assault  Incidents  _  75 

Homicide  and  Assault  by  Precinct  78 

Suicides  .  ]  79 

Location  and  Time  79 

Suicide  Victims'  Distance  from  the  Incident  .  80 

Suicide  by  Precinct  80 


San  Francisco  Firearm  Injury  Reporting  System 


vii 


Table  of  Contents 

Page  Number 


Demographics  of  Fatalities      81 

Motivation  87 

Motivation  for  the  Incident   _  _  89 

Fatal  and  Nonfatal  Firearm-related  Injuries  89 

Victim-Suspect  Relationship   89 

Age  Difference  Between  the  Victim  and  Suspect  91 

Homicides  and  Assaults  92 

Violent  Homicide  and  Assault  Circumstances  Leading  to  the  Firearm-related  Incident  92 

Victim-Suspect  Relationship  in  Homicide  and  Assault  Injuries  96 

Race/Ethnicity  100 

Age  Difference  Between  Homicide  and  Assault  Victim  and  Suspect  101 

Work-related  Incidents  104 

Suicides          _     107 

Circumstances  Leading  to  Firearm-related  Suicide  Incidents  107 

Location  108 

Gender  and  Circumstances  108 

Age  of  Suicide  Victims  and  Related  Circumstances  108 


Criminal  History  of  Victims  111 

Fatal  and  Nonfatal  Firearm-reiated  Injuries  113 

Criminal  History  113 

Prior  Contacts  with  the  San  Francisco  Police  Department  114 

Hospitalization  of  Victims  with  Criminal  Histories  116 

Comparison  of  Characteristics  and  Circumstances  of  Victims  with  Criminal  Histories 

to  Those  Victims  with  No  Criminal  Histories  118 

Age  118 

Race/Ethnicity  121 

Circumstances  of  the  Incident  122 

Victim-Suspect  Relationship  of  Homicides  and  Assaults  124 

Alcohol  and  Drugs  125 

Residence  of  Victims  126 

Education  and  Employment  Status    127 

Insurance  ,  128 

Number  of  Bullets  _     130 

Suicide  Circumstances  131 


Medical  Treatment  and  Hospitalization  133 

Fatal  and  Nonfatal  Firearm-reiated  Injuries  135 

Emergency  Medical  Services    135 

Place  of  Treatment  :  _  „  136 

Length  of  Hospitalization  and  Injury  Severity  137 

Injury  Severity  Score  (ISS)  140 

Survival  Time   142 

Final  Disposition  of  Victims  Hospitalized  at  San  Francisco  General  Hospital   _  144 

Medical  Insurance  .   „  „    M  _  145 

Bullet  Entry  and  Wound  Location   146 


viii 


San  Francisco  Firearm  Injury  Reporting  System 


Table  of  Contents 


Page  Number 

Alcohol  and  Drugs  149 

Presence  of  Alcohol  and  Drugs  in  Fatality  Victims     _  151 

Non-illicit  Drugs  152 

Firearms  155 

Fata!  and  Nonfatal  Firearm -related  Injuries  .  157 

Number  of  Firearms  by  Incident  |  157 

Ballistic  Information      :  \    _  ■   157 

Type  of  Firearm,  Caliber,  Firing  Mechanism,  and  Make  158 

Relationship  of  Caliber  to  Victim's  Age  and  Known  Suspects  Age  161 

Location  of  Caliber  of  Firearm  Used  164 

Suspects  165 

Fatal  and  Nonfatal  Firearm-related  Injuries  167 

Suspects  Involved  167 

Age  " : 170 

Race/Ethnicity  :  171 

Residence  \  172 

Violations  Identified  and  Bookings  174 

Gang  177 

Unintentional  Self-inflicted  and  Another-inflicted  179 

Nonfatal  Firearm-related  Injuries  181 

Characteristics  of  Incidents  and  Victims  181 

Legal  Interventions  183 

Fatal  and  Nonfatal  Firearm -related  Injuries        _  _  185 

Characteristics  of  incidents  and  Victims   ■_  _  185 

Glossary  1 89 

Appendix   193 


San  Francisco  Firearm  Injury  Reporting  System  ix 


List-  of  Tables  

List  of  Tables  ___ 

Introduction  Page  Number 

1.  State  Hospitalization  and  Death  Certificate  Data  for  Firearm-related  Injuries  of  San  Francisco 

Residents  from  1992  to  1999   13 

2.  1999  Firearm  Age-adjusted  Death  Rates  for  United  States,  State  of  California, 

San  Francisco  Bay  Area  Counties,  and  Other  California  Counties  With  Populations  Over  500,000   15 

Methods 

3.  Sources  of  Data  for  Fatal  and  Nonfatal  Firearm-related  Injuries  24 

Characteristics  of  Firearm-related  Injuries 

4.  Characteristics  of  Firearm-related  Victims  and  Shooters,  by  Incident  Intent  36 

5.  Incidents  of  Overall,  Fatal  and  Nonfatal  Firearm-related  Injuries,  and  Age-adjusted  and  Age-specific  Rates  for 

San  Francisco  Residents  38 

6.  Intent  of  Fatal  and  Nonfatal  Firearm-related  Injuries,  by  Age,  for  San  Francisco  County  Residents  39 

7.  Intent  of  Fatal  and  Nonfatal  Firearm-related  Injuries,  by  Gender  and  Age  for  San  Francisco  County  Residents  41 

8.  Intent  of  Fatal  and  Nonfatal  Firearm-related  Injuries,  by  Age,  Race/Ethnicity,  and  Gender 

for  San  Francisco  County  Residents  43 

Circumstances  of  Firearm-Related  Injuries 

9.  Location  of  Firearm-related  Injuries,  by  Neighborhood  and  Zip  Code  52 

10.  Comparison  of  Firearm-related  Incident  Location  and  Victim's  and  Suspect's  Residence,  by  Neighborhood  54 

11.  Comparison  of  Victim's  and  Suspect's  Residence,  by  Neighborhood   55 

12.  Distance  from  Victim's  Residence  to  Incident,  by  Outcome  56 

13.  Distance  from  Suspect's  Known  Address  to  Incident,  by  Outcome  57 

14.  Distance  from  Suspect's  Known  Address  to  Victim's  Address,  by  Outcome  58 

15.  Homicides  and  Assaults  Occurring  in  Public  Housing   61 

16.  Firearm-related  Homicide,  Assault,  and  Suicide  Injuries,  by  Neighborhood  of  Incident  and  Intent  71 

17.  Firearm-related  Homicide,  Assault,  and  Suicide  Injuries,  Comparing  Neighborhood  of  Incident 

with  Victim's  Residence  73 

18.  Firearm-related  Homicide  and  Assault  Injuries,  Comparing  Neighborhood  of  Incident  with  Suspect's  Residence  74 

19.  Distance  from  Victim's  Residence  to  Incident  Location,  by  Intent  75 

20.  Distance  from  Suspect's  Residence  to  Incident  Location,  by  Intent  76 

21.  Distance  Between  Suspect's  and  Victim's  Residence,  by  Intent  76 

Motivation  for  the  Incident 

22.  Victim-Suspect  Relationship,  by  Incident  Outcome  89 

23.  Victim-Suspect  Relationship  for  those  Pairs  Where  the  Suspect's  Age  was  Known,  by  Relationship  in  Ages  92 

24.  Circumstances  of  Assaultive  Incidents,  by  Incident  Intent  93 

25.  Victim-Suspect  Relationships  for  Firearm-related  Homicide  and  Assault  Injuries  96 


x 


San  Francisco  Firearm  Injury  Reporting  System 


List  of  Tables 
Page  Number 


26.  Victim-Suspect  Relationships  in  Firearm-related  Homicides,  by  Gender  97 

27.  Victim-Suspect  Relationships  in  Firearm-related  Assaults,  by  Gender  98 

28.  Race/Ethnicity  Comparison  of  Victims  and  Suspects  in  Homicide  and  Assault  Incidents  100 

29.  Victim-Suspect  Pairs  with  a  Known  Age  for  Homicide  and  Assault  Incidents,  by  Victim-Suspect  Relationship  103 

30.  Suicide  Circumstances,  by  Gender  and  Age  107 

Criminal  History  of  Victims 

31.  Criminal  History  of  Victim  and  Re-offense  Status,  by  Intent  113 

32.  Circumstances  of  Assaultive  Incidents,  by  Victim's  Criminal  History  122 

33.  Comparison  of  Victims  with  and  without  Criminal  Histories  for  Homicide  and  Assault  Incidents, 

by  Victim-Suspect  Relationship  124 

34.  Presence  of  Drugs  and  Alcohol  in  Victims  of  Firearm-related  Fatalities,  by  Criminal  History  125 

Medical  Treatment  and  Hospitalization 

35.  Mode  of  Victim  Transportation  to  Hospital  135 

36.  Hospital  Where  Firearm  Injury  Victims  Were  Treated  136 

37.  Length  of  Hospitalization  at  San  Francisco  General  Hospital,  by  Outcome  137 

38.  Length  of  Hospitalization  at  San  Francisco  General  Hospital,  by  Intent  138 

Alcohol  and  Drugs 

39.  Presence  of  Drugs  and  Alcohol  Levels  in  Firearm-related  Fatalities,  by  Incident  Intent  151 

40.  Presence  of  Alcohol  and  Drugs  in  Firearm-related  Fatalities,  by  Time  of  Specimen  Collection  152 

41.  Time  of  Specimen  Collection  for  Firearm-related  Suicides  152 

42.  Non-illicit  Drugs  Detected  During  Autopsy  of  Firearm-related  Fatalities  153 

43.  Presence  of  Non-illicit  Drugs  in  Firearm-related  Fatalities  153 

Firearms 

44.  Firearms  Recovered,  by  Incident  Intent  157 

45.  Number  of  Firearms  Used  per  Incident,  by  Incident  Intent  157 

46.  Evidence  Recovered  for  Each  Firearm  Used,  by  Incident  Intent  158 

47.  Type  of  Firearm  Used,  by  Incident  Intent  158 

48.  Firing  Mechanism  of  Firearms  Used,  by  Incident  Intent  159 

49.  Caliber  and  Gauge  of  Firearms  Used,  by  Incident  Intent  159 

50.  Make  of  Firearms  Identified,  by  Incident  Intent  160 

51 .  Suspect's  Age,  by  Caliber  of  Firearm  Used   1 63 


San  Francisco  Firearm  Injury  Reporting  System 


xi 


List  of  Tables 


Suspects  Page  Number 

52.  Characteristics  of  Firearm-related  Shooters,  by  Incident  Intent  167 

53.  Number  of  Victims  and  Suspects  Described,  Identified,  and  Booked  and  Charged,  by  Incident  Intent  168 

54.  Number  of  Suspects,  by  Homicide  and  Assault  Incidents  169 

55.  Violations  Reflected  in  Firearm-related  Incidents  175 


xii 


San  Francisco  Firearm  Injury  Reporting  System 


List  of  Figure: 

List  of  Figures   

Introduction  Page  Number 

1 .  Framework  for  Using  Surveillance  Data  1 1 

2.  Number  of  Firearm-related  Deaths  and  Hospitalizations  of  San  Francisco  Residents  from  1992  to  1999  13 

3.  Number  of  Firearm  Homicides  as  Reported  by  the  California  Department  of  Justice  Supplemental  Homicide 
Reports  (SHR),  Centers  for  Disease  Control  and  Prevention  (CDC),  California  State  Department  of  Health 
Services,  and  San  Francisco  Firearm  Injury  Reporting  Systems  (SFFIRS)   14 

4.  Age-adjusted  Firearm  Death  Rates  for  the  San  Francisco  Bay  Area  Counties  and  California  Counties 

with  Populations  Over  500,000   16 

5.  Number  of  Homicide  Victims  (Residents  and  Nonresidents)  in  San  Francisco  County  from  1942  to  2001   17 

6.  Mechanism  Used  in  Homicide  Incidents:  San  Francisco,  1987  to  1999   18 

Methods 

7.  Flow  Chart  of  Coding  Scheme  Used  for  Presenting  the  Victim  Data  According  to  Manner,  Intent,  and  Outcome  25 

8.  Structure  of  the  Database  with  Number  of  Elements  in  Each  Table  26 

9.  Steps  in  the  Identification  of  Firearm  Injury-related  Cases  30 

Characteristics  of  Firearm-Related  Injuries 

10.  Number  of  Incidents,  Victims,  Suspects,  and  Those  Victims  and  Suspects  Who  were  Both  35 

11.  Fatal  and  Nonfatal  Firearm-related  Injuries,  by  Intent  36 

12.  Nonresident  Victims  of  Firearm-related  Injuries  and  Nonresident  Suspects  Involved  in  Firearm  Incidents  in  San 
Francisco  County  37 

13.  Incidence  and  Age-specific  Rates  of  Firearm-related  Injuries  to  San  Francisco  Residents, 

by  Intent  and  Age  Group  40 

14.  Incidence  and  Age-specific  Rates  of  Firearm-related  Injuries  to  San  Francisco  Residents, 

by  Gender  and  Age  Group  42 

Circumstances  of  Firearm-related  Injuries 

15.  Location  of  the  176  Firearm-related  Incidents  47 

16.  Firearm-related  Injuries,  by  Month  48 

17.  Firearm-related  Injuries,  by  Day  of  the  Week   49 

18.  Firearm-related  Injuries,  by  Time  of  Day  50 

19.  Map  of  the  211  Firearm-related  Injuries  51 

20.  Fatal  and  Nonfatal  Firearm-related  Injuries,  by  Neighborhood  53 

21.  Outcome  of  Firearm-related  Incident,  by  Distance  from  Victim's  Residence   56 

22.  Distance  from  Suspect's  Known  Address  to  Firearm-related  Incident  Location  57 

23.  Distance  from  Victim's  Address  to  Suspect's  Known  Address  58 

24.  Precinct  Where  the  Initial  Firearm-related  Police  Incident  Report  was  Filed  59 

San  Francisco  Firearm  Injury  Reporting  System  xiii 


List  of  Figures 

Page  Number 

25.  Firearm-related  Homicide  and  Assault  Incidents,  by  Location  60 

26.  Firearm-related  Homicide  and  Assault  Incidents,  by  Month   61 

27.  Firearm-related  Homicide  and  Assault  Incidents,  by  Day  of  the  Week  62 

28.  Firearm-related  Homicide  and  Assault  Incidents,  by  Time  of  Day  62 

29.  Location  of  the  211  Firearm-related  Injuries,  by  Intent   64 

30-33.  Location  of  Firearm-related  Injuries,  by  Intent  65-68 

34.  Firearm-related  Injury  Location,  by  Victim's  Residence  Status  69 

35.  Firearm-related  Homicide  and  Assault  Incident  Location,  by  Victim's  Residence  Status  70 

36.  Firearm-related  Homicide  and  Assault  Injuries,  by  Neighborhood  of  Incident  72 

37.  Firearm-related  Homicide  and  Assault  Incidents,  by  Distance  from  Victim's  Residence  to  Incident  Location  75 

38.  Firearm-related  Homicide  and  Assault  Incidents,  by  Distance  from  Victim's  Residence 

to  Suspect's  Known  Residence  77 

39.  Firearm-related  Homicide  and  Assault  Incidents,  by  Precinct  Reported  78 

40.  Neighborhood  of  Firearm-related  Suicide  Injuries  79 

41.  Intent  of  Firearm-related  Fatality  Incidents,  by  Victim's  Employment  Status  81 

42.  Intent  of  Firearm-related  Fatality  Incidents,  by  Victim's  Education  Level   82 

43.  Intent  of  Firearm-related  Fatality  Incidents,  by  Victim's  Military  Service  83 

44.  Intent  of  Firearm-related  Fatality  Incidents,  by  Victim's  Marital  Status  84 

45.  Intent  of  Firearm-related  Fatality  Incidents,  by  Victim's  Place  of  Birth   85 

Motivation  for  the  Incident 

46.  Firearm-related  Incident  Outcome,  by  Victim-Suspect  Collapsed  Relationship   90 

47.  Age  Difference  Between  Victim  and  Suspect  with  a  Known  Age  91 

48.  Intent  of  Assaultive  Incident,  by  Circumstance  of  Incident  94 

49.  Intent  of  Assaultive  Incident,  According  to  Major  Categories  of  Incident  Circumstances  95 

50.  Victim-Suspect  Relationships  for  Firearm-related  Homicide  and  Assault  Injuries  96 

51.  Firearm-related  Homicide  Victim's  Gender,  by  Victim-Suspect  Relationships   97 

52.  Firearm-related  Assault  Victim's  Gender,  by  Victim-Suspect  Relationships  99 

53.  Age  Difference  Between  Homicide  Victims  and  Suspects  with  a  Known  Age  101 

54.  Age  Difference  Between  Assault  Victims  and  Suspects  with  a  Known  Age  102 

55.  Work-related  Firearm  Incidents  104 

56.  Location  of  Firearm-related  Fatal  and  Nonfatal  Work-related  Incidents  105 

57.  Incidence  of  Reported  Suicide  Circumstances  107 


xiv 


San  Francisco  Firearm  Injury  Reporting  System 


List  of  Figures 
Page  Number 


58.  Incidence  of  Reported  Suicide  Circumstances,  by  Victim's  Age  108 

Criminal  History  of  Victims 

59.  Criminal  History  of  Firearm-related  Injury  Victims  113 

60.  Elapsed  Time  Between  First  and  Last  Police  Contact  for  Victims  with  Criminal  Histories   114 

61 .  Number  of  Prior  Misdemeanor  and  Felony  Charges,  by  Victims  with  Criminal  Histories  1 1 5 

62.  Firearm-related  Victim's  Re-offender  Status,  by  Length  of  Hospitalization  116 

63.  Firearm-related  Victim's  Re-offender  Status,  by  Medical  Disposition  117 

64.  Victims  of  Firearm-related  Injuries  with  and  without  Criminal  Histories,  by  Age  Group  118 

65.  Relationship  Between  Age  of  Known  Suspects  and  Age  of  Victims  of  Firearm-related  Injuries  with  Criminal 

Histories  1 1 9 

66.  Relationship  Between  Age  of  Known  Suspects  and  Age  of  Victims  of  Firearm-related  Injuries  without 

Criminal  Histories  120 

67.  Criminal  History  of  Victims  of  Firearm-related  Injuries,  by  Victim's  Race/Ethnicity  121 

68.  Criminal  History  of  Victims  of  Firearm-related  Injuries,  by  Circumstances  of  Incident  123 

69.  Homicide  and  Assault  Incident  Victim's  Criminal  History,  by  Known  Relationship  between  Victim  and  Suspect  124 

70.  Firearm-related  Injury  Victim's  Criminal  History,  by  County  of  Residence   126 

71.  Firearm-related  Injury  Victim's  Criminal  History,  by  Education  Level  127 

72.  Firearm-related  Injury  Victim's  Criminal  History,  by  Employment  Status   127 

73.  Firearm-related  Injury  Victim's  Criminal  History,  by  Source  of  Funding  of  Hospitalization  Costs  128 

74.  Location  of  Injury  of  Those  Victims  with  Criminal  Histories  and  Those  without,  and  of  Nonresidents  129 

75.  Firearm-related  Injury  Victim's  Criminal  History,  by  Number  of  Bullets  Used  130 

76.  Incidence  of  Reported  Suicide  Circumstances,  by  Criminal  History  of  Victims  131 

Medical  Treatment  and  Hospitalization 

77.  Location  of  Death  of  Victims  of  Firearm-related  Violence  135 

78.  Treatment  of  Victims  at  San  Francisco  General  Hospital  136 

79.  Length  of  Hospitalization  of  Firearm-related  Victims  at  San  Francisco  General  Hospital,  by  Outcome  137 

80.  Abbreviated  Injury  Severity  Scores  for  Hospitalized  Victims  of  Firearm-related  Injuries  138 

81.  Average  Length  of  Hospitalization  for  Nonfatal  Firearm-related  Injuries, 

by  Abbreviated  Injury  Severity  (AIS)  Score  139 

82.  Intent  of  Nonfatal  Firearm-related  Injury,  by  Victim's  Abbreviated  Injury  Severity  (AIS)  Score  140 

83.  Injury  Severity  Scores  for  Hospitalized  Victims  of  Nonfatal  Firearm-related  Injuries  141 

84.  Injury  Severity  Scores  for  Hospitalized  Victims  of  Nonfatal  Firearm-related  Injuries,  by  Length  of  Stay  141 

85.  Initial  Survival  Time  of  Firearm-related  Fatalities  ;  142 

86.  Survival  Time  for  Firearm-related  Homicide  Victims,  by  Location  of  Death  143 


San  Francisco  Firearm  Injury  Reporting  System 


xv 


List  of  Figures 


Page  Number 


87.  Disposition  of  Firearm-related  Victims  Following  Hospitalization  at  San  Francisco  General  Hospital  144 

88.  Source  of  Funding  of  Hospitalization  Costs  145 

89.  Initial  Location  of  Body  Wounds  for  Fatal  and  Nonfatal  Firearm-related  Injuries  147 

Firearms 

90.  Firearm  Type  Used  158 

91.  Caliber  and  Gauge  of  Firearms  Used   159 

92.  Relationship  Between  Victim's  Age  and  Suspect's  Known  Age  for  Incidents  Involving  Use  of  Small 

Caliber  Firearms  161 

93.  Relationship  Between  Victim's  Age  and  Suspect's  Known  Age  for  Incidents  Involving  Use  of  Medium 

Caliber  Firearms  162 

94.  Relationship  Between  Victim's  Age  and  Suspect's  Known  Age  for  Incidents  Involving  Use  of  Large 

Caliber  Firearms  163 

95.  Location  of  Firearm-related  Injury  Incident,  by  Firearm  Caliber  and  Gauge  164 

Suspects 

96.  Law  Enforcement  Officers,  Victims,  and  Suspects  Involved  in  Firearm-related  Injuries  167 

97.  Intent  of  Firearm-related  Injury  Incidents,  by  Number  of  Suspects  Believed  to  Have  Been  Involved  169 

98.  Incident  Intent  of  Assaultive  Firearm-related  Injuries,  by  Suspect's  Age  170 

99.  Incident  Intent  of  Assaultive  Firearm-related  Injuries,  by  Suspect's  Race/Ethnicity  .  171 

100.  Incident  Intent  of  Assaultive  Firearm-related  Incidents,  by  Suspect's  County  of  Residence  172 

101 .  Neighborhood  of  Residence  of  Homicide  and  Assault  Firearm  Incident  Suspects  173 

102.  Intent  of  Firearm-related  Assaultive  Incidents,  by  Suspect's  Criminal  History  177 

103.  Intent  of  Firearm-related  Incidents,  by  Suspect's  Gang  Affiliation   177 

Legal  Interventions 

104.  Number  of  Victims,  Law  Enforcement  Officers,  and  Suspects  Involved  in  Legal  Intervention  Incidents  185 

105.  Initial  Location  of  Body  Wounds  for  Fatal  and  Nonfatal  Legal  Intervention  Firearm-related  Injuries  187 


xvi 


San  Francisco  Firearm  Injury  Reporting  System 


List  of  Figures 


San  Francisco  Firearm  Injury  Reporting  System 


xvii 


List  of  Figures 


xvjii  San  Francisco  Firearm  Injury  Reporting  System 


Executive  Summary 


Executive  Summary 


This  first  report  of  the  San  Francisco  (SF)  Firearm  Injury  Reporting  System  (SFFIRS)  is  the 
collaborative  product  of  a  pilot  project  to  track  and  report  on  all  violent  injuries,  with  an  initial 
focus  on  firearm-related  injuries.  In  1998,  representatives  of  the  SF  Police  Department  (SFPD), 
the  Medical  Examiner's  Office,  the  Emergency  Department  and  Trauma  Center  at  SF  General 
Hospital  (SFGH),  the  SF  Injury  Center  at  the  University  of  California,  and  the  SF  Department  of 
Public  Health  agreed  to  contribute  to  the  development  of  a  shared  multi-agency  database.  For  the 
first  time,  we  are  able  to  go  beyond  reporting  of  standard  demographics  with  linkage  of  data 
regarding  both  victims  and  perpetrators  from  police  reports,  medical  examiner  investigations,  and 
hospital  records.  Having  a  centralized  database  will  ultimately  enhance  our  understanding  of 
modifiable  risk  factors  among  both  victims  and  perpetrators,  promote  unified  approaches  among 
the  various  agencies  working  to  reduce  deaths  and  injuries  arising  from  all  forms  of  violence,  and 
serve  as  a  basis  for  evaluating  the  impact  of  prevention  efforts.  Subsequent  reports  will  include 
data  for  all  violent  injuries  and  deaths  that  occur  in  the  County. 


The  Case  for  Data  Linkage 
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The  types  of  data  collected  on  firearm  deaths  and  injuries  by  the  police  department,  hospital 
patient  registries,  and  the  medical  examiner  serve  different  purposes  within  each  agency.  Police 
are  focused  on  criminal  investigations  with  the  goal  of  arresting  perpetrators.  Health  care 
providers  are  concerned  about  treatment  of  victims  and  the  outcomes  of  their  injuries.  The  medical 
examiner  has  charge  over  scene  and  background  investigations,  and  consults  with  police  and 
criminal  justice  officials  on  incident  reconstruction.  This  is  not  to  say  that  the  data  collected  and 
reported  by  the  individual  agencies  are  not  valuable  in  directing  efforts  to  reduce  violent  deaths 
and  injuries.  However,  the  need  for  linked  data  goes  beyond  the  reporting  of  the  "exact"  same 
numbers  of  deaths  and  injuries  each  year  in  SF.  It  is  recognized  that  victims  of  violent  injuries  are 
often  found  perpetrators  of  violence.  Efforts  to  interrupt  this  cycle  require  an  expansive  approach. 
Linked  surveillance  data  serves  as  a  basis  for  a  public  health  approach  which  crosses  over  agency 
and  geographic  boundaries.  A  few  examples  of  new  information  derived  from  data  linked  in  the 
SFFIRS  are  shown  below. 


What  we  knew  prior  to  SFFIRS 

Number  of  deaths  and  hospitalizations  each  year. 


SF  zip  codes  with  the  highest  numbers  of  firearm  deaths 
and  injuries. 


Number  of  victims  who  are  residents  of  other  counties. 

Anecdotal  observations  that  victims  often  have  criminal 
records. 

The  aggregate  age,  race/ethnicity,  and  gender  of  victims. 


Criminal  history  of  victims  and  drug  and  alcohol  levels 
reported  separately  by  the  police  and  Medical  Examiner. 


What  we  know  with  SFFIRS 

Number  of  deaths  and  hospitalizations,  plus  victims  treated 
in  the  emergency  department  and  linked  to  the  SFPD  and 
Medical  Examiner  data. 

Street  level  data  within  each  neighborhood  with  the  highest 
numbers  of  firearm  deaths  and  injuries;  and  the  geographic 
proximity  of  the  victims'  and  suspects'  residences  to  each 
other  and  to  the  incident  location. 

Number  of  both  victims  and  suspects  who  are  residents  of 
other  counties. 

The  majority  of  victims  had  criminal  records  prior  to  their 
injury,  as  well  as  records  of  repeat  offenses  after  the  injury. 

Each  unique  victim-suspect  pair  is  evaluated  by  age, 
race/ethnicity,  and  relationship. 


These  variables  are  now  linked  at  the  victim  level. 
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Key  Findings  for  1999  Firearm-related  Deaths  and  Injuries 


Firearm  Death  Rates  in  SF  Compared  to  California,  the  U.S.,  and  to  the  SF  Bay  Area 

>  Firearm  injuries  killed  44  SF  residents,  3,013  California  residents,  and  28,874  U.S.  residents. 

>  Overall,  age-adjusted  death  rates  due  to  firearms  in  SF  were  5.5  per  100,000  population, 
compared  to  9.2  and  10.6  per  100,000  population  for  California  and  the  entire  U.S., 
respectively. 

>  Among  the  nine  SF  Bay  Area  Counties,  firearm  death  rates  were  highest  in  Contra  Costa 
County  with  10.6  deaths  per  100,000.  SF  ranked  sixth  with  5.5  per  100,000  and  Marin  County 
had  the  lowest  rate— 2.4  per  100,000. 

>  Overall,  African  American  males  residing  in  SF  had  a  firearm  homicide  rate  (37.1  per  100,000) 
that  was  1.3  times  higher  than  the  U.S.  homicide  rate  for  African  American  males  (29.5  per 
100,000),  and  1 1  times  greater  than  that  of  White  males  living  in  the  U.S.  (3.5  per  100,000). 

Characteristics  and  Circumstances  of  Firearm-related  Deaths  and  Injuries 

>  There  were  176  incidents  involving  213  victims  of  firearm  violence. 

>  Of  the  213  victims,  30%  (64)  died  from  their  injuries  and  of  these,  72%  (46)  were  dead  at  the 
scene. 

>  Homicides  and  assaults  accounted  for  83%  (177)  of  all  injuries. 

>  Of  the  64  fatalities,  44  were  SF  residents — representing  a  2%  decrease  from  the  45  fatalities 
that  occurred  in  1998. 

>  Non-residents  of  SF  County  accounted  for  24%  (5 1)  of  the  213  victims  killed  or  injured  in  SF, 
with  78%  (40)  of  these  victims  residing  in  neighboring  Alameda,  Contra  Costa,  and  San  Mateo 
Counties. 

>  While  28  of  the  40  homicide  deaths  involved  residents,  the  remaining  12  homicide  victims 
were  not  residents  of  SF  County. 

>  African  American  male  residents  of  SF  accounted  for  60%  (78)  of  all  homicide  and  assault 
resident  victims  (130),  although  they  comprise  less  than  5%  of  the  SF  population. 

>  Among  African  American  males,  the  firearm  fatal  and  nonfatal  injury  rate  was  2  per  1,000 
population,  whereas  White  males  had  a  fatal  and  nonfatal  injury  rate  of  less  than  1  per  10,000 
population. 

>  African  American  male  residents  of  SF  aged  25  to  34  years  old  experienced  the  highest 
numbers  of  homicides  and  assaults  (28). 

>  Suicides  accounted  for  33%  (21)  of  all  firearm  deaths. 
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>  Among  White  male  residents  of  SF,  suicides  accounted  for  50%  (7)  of  firearm-related  deaths. 

>  There  were  no  unintentional  firearm  deaths  inflicted  by  another,  and  two  unintentional 
firearm  injuries  inflicted  by  another. 

>  The  leading  circumstances  for  homicide  and  assault  incidents  were  arguments  (43%),  gang- 
related  violence  (20%),  and  robberies  (12%). 

>  Forty-one  percent  (73)  of  homicide  and  assault  victims  lived  within  1  mile  of  the  shooting 
location,  with  12%  (22)  living  at  the  incident  location. 

>  Of  the  incidents  with  known  victim-suspect  relationships,  56%  (89)  of  victims  reported 
knowing  the  suspect. 

>  Of  the  fatality  victims,  31%  (20)  were  born  outside  of  the  U.S.,  59%  (38)  had  a  7th  to  12th 
grade  education,  73%  (47)  were  employed,  52%  (33)  were  never  married,  and  11%  (7)  were 
veterans. 

>  Of  the  24  major  SF  neighborhoods,  almost  half  of  all  homicide  and  assault  shooting  incidents 
occurred  in  three  neighborhoods:  20%  (35)  in  Bayview/Hunter's  Point,  14%  (24)  in  the  Inner 
Mission/Bernal  Heights,  and  13%  (23)  in  the  Western  Addition/Japantown. 

>  SFGH  treated  97%  (162)  of  the  167  victims  taken  to  a  hospital.  Of  these,  32%  (52)  were 
treated  in  the  SFGH  Emergency  Department  and  released,  and  67%  (109)  were  hospitalized. 

>  Of  the  victims  who  sustained  a  nonfatal  firearm  injury,  10%  (11)  were  discharged  to  another 
facility  for  additional  care. 

Victim  Criminal  History  and  Drug  Involvement 

>  Criminal  histories  with  the  SFPD  were  documented  in  70%  (123)  of  the  homicide  and  assault 
victims. 

>  Of  the  assault  victims  with  criminal  histories,  63%  (60)  re-offended  before  2001  following 
their  1999  firearm  injury. 

>  Of  the  victims  with  criminal  histories,  73%  (57)  reported  knowing  the  suspects  compared  to 
39%  (3 1)  of  the  victims  without  a  criminal  history. 

>  There  were  six  incidents  of  legal  interventions  involving  8  victims:  3  victims  were  law 
enforcement  officers,  and  5  were  civilian  victims  who  each  had  a  criminal  history. 

>  Among  the  fatalities,  48%  (3 1)  were  tested  by  the  Medical  Examiner  and  determined  to  be 
positive  for  alcohol  and/or  drugs  (cocaine,  opiates,  anti-depressants,  or  amphetamines). 

>  For  fatalities,  victims  with  criminal  histories  tested  positive  for  the  presence  of  drugs  twice  as 
often  as  victims  without  criminal  histories. 
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>  Victims  with  criminal  histories  were  involved  in  drug-related  shooting  incidents  seven  times 
as  often  as  victims  without  criminal  histories. 

Suspects  and  Firearms 

>  Of  the  143  shooting  suspects  where  an  age  could  be  identified,  66%  (94)  were  under  25  years 
old  and,  of  these,  39%  (37)  had  criminal  histories  in  SF. 

>  Of  the  homicide  and  assault  suspects  (71)  who  had  an  address  identified,  73%  (52)  were 
residents  of  SF,  with  25%  (13)  residing  in  Bayview/Hunter's  Point  and  21%  (11)  residing  in 
Ingleside/Excelsior/Crocker  Amazon. 

>  Of  the  52  homicide  and  assault  suspects  who  were  residents,  21%  (1 1)  lived  at  the  incident 
location  and  35%  (18)  lived  within  1  mile  of  the  incident  location. 

>  The  firearms  used  in  homicides  and  assaults  were  booked  into  evidence  in  17%  (25)  of  the 
incidents.  However,  other  physical  evidence  indicated  that  handguns  were  used  in  63%  (99)  of 
the  homicides  and  assaults,  and  in  25%  (39)  medium  caliber  bullets  were  used  in  these 
assaultive  incidents. 
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Future  Directions  for  the  San  Francisco  Firearm  Injury  Reporting  System  (SFFIRS) 


With  this  first  year  of  SFFIRS  data,  we  can  begin  to  make  determinations  about  how  to  use  these 
data  to  monitor  emerging  trends,  identify  gaps  in  services,  set  priorities  and  direct  the 
development,  implementation,  and  evaluation  of  violence  prevention  efforts.  The  findings  have 
already  provided  a  foundation  from  which  more  in-depth  focused  research  can  be  undertaken.  An 
ongoing,  long-term  commitment  to  maintain  this  high  quality  multi-agency  database  will  be  vital 
to  achieving  the  ultimate  goal  of  reducing  the  burden  that  acts  of  violence  imposes  upon 
individuals  and  our  community.  The  following  is  a  list  of  additional  data  needs,  program  planning, 
policy  issues,  and  initial  areas  of  research  interest  generated  from  the  first  year  of  work  with  the 
SFFIRS. 

I.  Data  Collection  and  Linkage  Issues 

i.  Track  data  on  disability  status  and  government  disability  expenditures. 

ii.  Data  on  victim  criminal  histories  should  be  expanded  to  include  details  as  to  whether  or  not 
the  historical  crimes  involved  acts  of  violence. 

iii.  Routine  testing  of  victims  treated  in  the  SFGH  ED  for  alcohol  and/or  drugs  would  be  a 
valuable  tool  for  assessing  substance  abuse  and  determining  the  need  for  referral  of  victims 
to  counseling  services. 

iv.  Incorporation  of  a  "recidivism"  code  by  the  SFGH  and  Trauma  Registries  would  provide  an 
opportunity  to  identify  repeat  visits  by  victims  of  violence. 

v.  Follow-up  data  on  the  judicial  outcomes  of  suspects  who  are  taken  to  trial  are  currently  not 
included  in  the  database.  While  legal  proceedings  can  take  many  years,  a  plan  to  include 
outcomes  of  suspects'  legal  proceedings  should  be  undertaken. 

vi.  A  limited  number  of  firearms  were  recovered.  Additional  access  to  police  crime  lab  data 
would  provide  important  information  regarding  bullets  retrieved  from  the  scene  or  operating 
room,  whether  the  firearm  was  obtained  illegally,  identification  of  the  first  purchaser,  and 
safety  features. 

vii.  Firearms  account  for  under  20%  of  all  homicide  deaths  and  hospitalizations  due  to  violence 
in  SF.  Expand  the  SFFIRS  database  to  include  all  forms  of  violence,  in  accordance  with  the 
Centers  for  Disease  Control  and  Prevention  efforts  to  establish  the  National  Violent  Death 
Reporting  System  (NVDRS). 

II.  Program,  Planning,  and  Policy  Issues 

i,    Track  and  report  hospital  and  related  SFDPH  costs  associated  with  violent  injuries.  Data  on 
costs  of  hospital  care  are  currently  not  available  in  the  database.  Through  secondary  sources, 
data  on  hospital  charges  can  be  obtained  after  several  years  using  Statewide  Hospital 
Discharge  data.  Linkage  of  data  on  costs  of  hospital  care  would  provide  strong  arguments  for 
the  need  to  invest  in  funding  for  prevention  programs. 
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ii.    Promote  a  regional  linked  data  and  reporting  system  to  address  inter-county  incidents. 

Approximately  25%  of  victims  injured  in  SF  and  27%  of  the  identified  assault  suspects  come 
from  neighboring  counties.  Other  Bay  Area  police  and  health  departments  have  expressed 
interest  in  examining  the  feasibility  of  developing  a  set  of  shared  database  variables  on 
victims  and  suspects;  having  this  capability  would  improve  the  accuracy  of  local  counts  of 
deaths  and  injuries  among  residents  and  non-residents. 

iii.  Develop  a  community  resource  directory  for  violence  prevention  counseling,  risk  reduction, 
services,  and  programs.  This  will  support  the  prevention  strategies  proposed  in  the  "Roadmap 
for  Preventing  Violence"  by  the  Violence  Prevention  Network.1 

iv.  Promote  age-appropriate  programs  for  victims  and  suspects  in  the  DPH  and  other  public 
agencies,  as  well  as  in  the  community.  When  combined  with  a  coordinated  approach  for 
providing  mental  health,  substance  abuse  treatment,  and  other  services,  this  will  assist  in 
reducing  recidivism. 

III.  Health  Care  Provider  Issues 

i.  All  victims  being  treated  for  violence-related  injuries  should  be  screened  for  prior  exposure 
to  violence  and  referred  to  appropriate  programs  and  services. 

ii.  Training  is  needed  for  health  care  providers  to  recognize  the  potential  for  repeated  criminal 
offenses  by  many  victims  of  crimes  in  an  effort  to  increase  referrals  to  recidivism  reduction 
programs. 

iii.  For  victims  with  histories  of  criminal  activity,  the  opportunity  to  offer  referrals  to  recidivism 
reduction  programs  is  short  in  light  of  the  fact  that  over  one-third  of  these  victims  are  treated 
in  the  SFGH  ED  and  released  directly  back  to  the  community.  Effective  approaches  for 
interventions  during  these  brief  windows  of  opportunity  need  to  be  identified. 

IV.  Research  Issues 

i.  The  high  incidence  of  criminal  histories  among  victims  and  re-offenses  after  injury  raises 
many  questions,  which  cannot  be  addressed  by  the  current  database: 

a)  With  over  one-third  of  the  victims  treated  in  the  SFGH  ED  and  released  back  to  the 
community,  how  often  do  providers  recognize  the  need  for  referrals  to  recidivism 
reduction  programs? 

b)  When  providers  do  identify  the  need  for  a  referral,  how  often  do  the  victims  and  program 
staff  follow  through? 

c)  How  often  do  victims  refuse  to  accept  referrals? 

d)  How  long  do  the  victims  participate  in  the  programs? 

ii.  Are  there  a  sufficient  number  and  range  of  victim  referral  services  available  in  SF? 
a)  What  types  of  programs  are  the  most  successful? 


'Violence  Prevention  Network.  Roadmap  for  Preventing  Violence.  San  Francisco  Department  of  Public  Health, 
Community  Health  Education  Section;  2001. 
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b)  What  factors  are  important  in  the  decision  by  a  victim  to  agree  to  participate  in 
recidivism  reduction  or  counseling  programs? 

iii.  With  large  numbers  of  shootings  occurring  in  homes  or  nearby,  how  can  home  safety  be 
improved? 

a)  When  victims  are  discharged  home  from  the  SFGH  ED  or  SFGH,  are  precautions  taken 
to  ascertain  their  ongoing  safety? 

b)  How  often  are  there  children  and  youth  at  risk  in  these  homes  where  acts  of  violence 
have  occurred? 

c)  Are  firearms  stored  properly  to  assure  that  children  cannot  have  access? 

iv.  What  are  the  long-term  outcomes  of  the  victims  of  violent  injury? 

a)  How  many  victims  are  injured  or  killed  later? 

b)  Did  the  victim  have  a  history  of  drug  abuse? 

c)  Are  victims  who  are  drug  addicts  and  abusers  more  likely  to  be  victims  of  violence? 

d)  How  many  victims  receive  victim  assistance? 

e)  How  many  victims  return  to  work? 

f)  What  are  the  outcomes  of  the  perpetrators?  Were  charges  filed,  were  charges  dropped  or 
reduced?  Was  the  perpetrator  incarcerated?  Where?  For  how  long? 

v.  What  is  the  impact  of  prevention  efforts  or  new  legislation  on  violent  death  and  injury  rates? 

a)  Can  it  be  determined  that  the  changes  were  attributable  to  any  of  the  activities  or 
legislation? 

b)  What  other  factors  may  be  responsible  for  changes  in  violent  injuries? 

vi.  Because  victims  are  also  often  perpetrators  of  violence,  how  can  the  SFFIRS  database 
contribute  to  the  development  of  risk  screening  tools  used  by  law  enforcement,  criminal 
justice,  and  health  care  providers? 

vii.  What  is  the  impact  of  the  SFFIRS  on  violent  injury  prevention? 

An  annual  evaluation  will  be  conducted  to  review  project  milestones;  determine  the 
timeliness  and  consistency  of  data  transfer  efforts  by  partner  agencies;  provide  feedback  on 
the  adequacy  and  usefulness  of  the  standard  and  custom  report  generating  options;  and 
provide  examples  of  the  ability  to  effectively  link  community-level  program  data  with 
surveillance  data  for  special  analyses  on  the  impact  of  violence  prevention  efforts  on  injury 
trends  over  time. 
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Introduction 

Aren't  firearm  injuries  decreasing? 

Yes,  both  locally  and  nationally.  However,  there  are  still  segments  of  our  community 
experiencing  excessive  numbers  of  injuries  and  deaths. 

What  more  do  we  need  to  know? 

The  types  of  circumstances  that  led  to  the  incident,  such  as:  the  number  of  women  killed  in 
domestic  violence  attacks  who  had  outstanding  restraining  orders  against  the  offender. 
Where  youths  obtained  the  firearm  they  used  in  these  acts  of  violence.  How  often  multiple 
homicides  occurred  in  public  places  like  schools  and  workplaces. 

Isn't  this  information  being  collected  by  the  criminal  justice  system? 

Multiple  federal  agencies  are  currently  collecting  data  on  every  death.  Also,  agencies  conduct 
surveys  of  victimization,  hospitalizations,  and  emergency  room  cases.  However,  these  data  are 
based  on  a  sampling  and  none  of  the  federal  agencies  have  data  that  are  linked.  This  unlinked 
data  leaves  many  gaps  and  unanswered  questions. 

Historically,  what  mechanism  is  most  frequently  used  in  San  Francisco  homicides? 

Based  on  California  Department  of  Justice  data,  from  1987  to  1999,  60%  of  all  homicides  in 
San  Francisco  County  were  committed  with  a  firearm. 

How  does  San  Francisco  County  compare  to  other  California  jurisdictions  and  to  the 
nation? 

Compared  with  6  other  counties  of  similar  size,  San  Francisco  had  the  second  lowest  firearm- 
fatality  rate.  However,  data  are  not  available  to  make  comparisons  of  nonfatal  injuries.  In  SF, 
the  fatality  rate  (5.5  per  100,000)  was  48%  lower  than  the  national  rate  (10.6  per  100,000). 
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Introduction 

Violence  affects  virtually  everyone,  whether  it's  through  personal  experience  or  conveyed 
through  the  media.  Law  enforcement,  policymakers,  health  care  providers,  criminal  justice 
officials,  educators,  and  community  leaders  are  engaged  in  the  efforts  to  address  violence  in  our 
communities.  Finding  the  answers  to  questions  about  the  social,  economic  and  situational  factors 
that  influence  violence  would  save  countless  lives.  The  demand  for  answers  to  these  questions  is 
intensifying;  however,  violence  is  a  multifaceted  problem  involving  many  contributing  elements. 
Local  data  about  violence  is  needed  to  understand  the  magnitude,  epidemiology,  geographic 
patterns,  economic  impact  and  policy  implications  of  the  problem.  Surveillance  data  from  the 
San  Francisco  Firearm  Injury  Reporting  System  (SFFIRS)  ultimately  serves  as  a  framework  for 
the  development  of  prevention  strategies,  allocation  of  resources,  and  evaluation  of  interventions 
(Figure  1). 


Evaluate 


Define  Problems 


Usin< 


surveillance 


Interventions 


Education 


Change  Policies 


Figure  1:  Framework  for  Using  Surveillance  Data 


Until  the  last  decade,  violence  had  been  addressed  primarily  in  the  criminal  justice  and 
sociological  domains  and  was  not  a  concern  for  the  public  health  system.  Just  as  public  health 
principles  and  strategies  were  applied  to  reduce  the  number  of  deaths  due  to  motor  vehicles  and 
deaths  due  to  tobacco  use,  the  public  health  model  can  help  to  reduce  the  extent  of  injuries 
attributed  to  violence.  The  Fatality  Analysis  Reporting  System  (FARS)  of  the  National  Highway 
Traffic  Safety  Administration  collects  over  125  variables  on  each  fatal  incident,  including 
information  on  the  crash  circumstances,  vehicles,  drivers,  passengers,  victims,  roadway  and 
weather  conditions.  These  data  have  been  vital  to  the  efforts  to  identify  ways  to  improve  vehicle, 
driver,  and  passenger  safety  and  have  led  to  significant  reductions  in  injuries  and  deaths  over  the 
last  two  decades.  A  similar  effort  for  reporting  of  firearm  injuries  and  deaths  would  provide  a 
basis  for  moving  from  disparate  data  systems  currently  based  in  federal,  state,  and  local  agencies 
to  a  shared  multi-agency  system.  The  ability  to  reduce  firearm  violence  is  not  based  in  any  single 
agency.  Having  the  capacity  to  share  data  will  promote  unified  approaches  to  guide  prevention 
efforts. 

The  public  health  approach  1)  uses  surveillance  processes  designed  to  gather  data  that  establish 
the  nature  of  the  problem  and  the  trends  in  its  incidence  and  prevalence;  2)  identifies  potential 
causes  through  epidemiological  analyses  that  identify  risk  and  protective  factors  associated  with 
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the  problem;  3)  designs,  develops,  and  evaluates  the  effectiveness  of  interventions;  and 
4)  disseminates  successful  models  for  best  practices  which  incorporate  partnerships  with 
stakeholders  and  communication  strategies  aimed  at  empowering  individuals  and  communities  to 
become  involved  in  risk  reduction  efforts. 

Project  Background 

Since  1996,  the  San  Francisco  Department  of  Public  Health  (SFDPH)  has  been  developing  an 
infrastructure  and  a  community  network  to  address  violence  as  a  public  health  issue.  The 
cornerstone  of  this  effort  has  been  the  Violent  Injury  Prevention  Project  (VIPP).  With  grants 
from  the  California  Department  of  Health  Services  (CDHS),  retrospective  collection  and  analysis 
of  data  was  completed  for  nearly  700  victims  who  died  or  were  hospitalized  due  to  firearm 
injuries  between  1992  and  1995. 2  Efforts  to  identify  risk  factors  and  analyze  trends  were 
hindered  by  disparate  and  redundant  data  collection  systems  used  by  the  police,  emergency 
medical  services,  trauma  center,  medical  examiner,  and  district  attorney.  In  response,  during 
1998,  key  representatives  from  each  agency  joined  the  VIPP  to  form  a  task  force  for  the 
establishment  of  a  multi-agency  system  for  surveillance  of  firearm  injuries  in  San  Francisco 
(SF).  Later  in  1999,  in  collaboration  with  investigators  from  the  University  of  California,  SF 
Injury  Center,  funding  to  establish  the  system  was  awarded  through  the  Harvard  School  of  Public 
Health,  as  SF  was  chosen  as  one  of  eleven  pilot  sites  for  development  of  the  National  Violent 
Death  Reporting  System  (NVDRS).  In  summary,  the  SF  Firearm  Injury  Reporting  System 
(SFFIRS)  was  established  to  link  data  from  multiple  agencies  in  an  effort  to: 

1)  facilitate  timely  and  accurate  reporting  of  data; 

2)  provide  a  centralized  system  to  assist  program  officials  and  policy  makers  with 
decisions  about  resource  needs  for  violence  prevention  programs; 

3)  analyze  trends  and  conduct  prospective  research  aimed  at  examining  the  impact  of 
prevention  efforts  and  laws  on  rates  of  violent  injuries  and  deaths;  and 

4)  serve  as  a  grant  site  for  pilot  testing  of  NVDRS. 

As  shown  in  Table  1  and  in  Figure  2,  before  1999  data  on  firearm  injuries  and  deaths  were  only 
available  from  state  hospital  discharge  data  and  from  death  certificates,  and  only  for  SF 
residents.  The  SFDPH  was  unable  to  determine  the  number  of  victims  who  were  treated  and 
released  from  the  emergency  departments  and  was  underreporting  the  number  of  nonresidents 
who  were  injured  in  SF  County.  For  example,  in  1999,  25%  of  the  victims  who  were  injured  by 
firearms  in  SF  County  were  nonresidents.  Thus,  we  were  underestimating  the  impact  of  firearm- 
related  injuries  in  our  community. 

Firearm-related  injury  data  from  the  CDHS  and  from  the  SFDPH,  including  data  from  the  Profile 
of  Injury  in  San  Francisco,  200 I2  reported  that  from  1992  to  1999  there  have  been  638  deaths 
and  1,368  hospitalizations  of  nonfatal  injuries  to  SF  residents  which  occurred  in  the  County 
(Table  1  and  Figure  2).  The  fewest  number  of  residents  hospitalized  as  a  result  of  nonfatal 
firearm-related  injuries  occurred  in  1999  with  71  injuries — a  9%  decrease  from  1998. 


2San  Francisco  Department  of  Public  Health.  Firearm  Hospitalizations  and  Deaths  of  San  Francisco  Residents 
J 992-1 995;  1998. 

3San  Francisco  Injury  Center  and  the  San  Francisco  Department  of  Public  Health.  Profile  of  Injury  in  San 
Francisco;  2001. 
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Table  1 :  State  Hospitalization  and  Death  Certificate  Data  for 
Firearm-related  Injuries  of  San  Francisco 
Residents  from  1992  to  1999 


State  Hospitalization  and  Death  Certificate  Data 


1992a 

1993 

1994 

1995 

1996 

1997 

1998" 

1999 

Fatalities  Total 

97 

116 

93 

92 

88 

63 

45 

44 

Suicide 

40 

38 

32 

39 

41 

30 

17 

16 

Homicide 

56 

72 

55 

51 

45 

33 

28 

28 

Another-inflictedd 

0 

2 

3 

1 

2 

0 

0 

0 

Legal  Intervention 

0 

2 

1 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Undetermined 

1 

2 

2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Nonfatalities  Total 

290 

290 

227 

182 

130 

100 

78 

71 

Self-inflicted6 

8 

3 

7 

2 

0 

5 

2 

1 

Assault 

255 

267 

189 

167 

113 

86 

67 

67 

Another-inflicted 

21 

15 

22 

11 

10 

6 

4 

2 

Legal  Intervention 

3 

1 

6 

2 

0 

3 

0 

1 

Undetermined 

3 

4 

3 

0 

7 

0 

5 

0 

aHospitalization  and  death  certificate  data  from  the  California  Department  of  Health  Services, 
hospitalization  and  death  certificate  data  as  reported  in  the  San  Francisco  Profile  of  Injury  1998  and  2001. 
cData  from  the  San  Francisco  Firearm  Injury  Reporting  System  (SFFIRS)  includes  police  incident  reports, 
San  Francisco  Emergency  Department,  Trauma  Register,  Medical  Examiner,  and  death  certificates.  These 
deaths  and  nonfatality  hospitalizations  are  of  San  Francisco  residents. 

dAnother-inflicted  incidents  are  those  in  which  victims  were  unintentionally  shot  by  another  person. 
"Self-inflicted  incidents  are  those  in  which  victims  unintentionally  shot  themselves. 
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Figure  2:  Number  of  Firearm-related  Deaths  and  Hospitalizations  of  San  Francisco  Residents 
from  1992  to  1999 

Source:  Profile  of  Injury  in  San  Francisco.  San  Francisco  Injury  Center,  2001 .  Firearm  Hospitalizations  and  Deaths  of  San 
Francisco  Residents  1992-1995.  1998.  San  Francisco  Public  Health  Department;  1999  first  year  to  include  all  firearm-related 
injuries  San  Francisco  Firearm  Injury  Reporting  System. 
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As  shown  in  Figure  3,  since  1993  federal  agencies  such  as  the  Centers  for  Disease  Control  and 
Prevention  (CDC),  CDHS,  and  the  California  Department  of  Justice  (CADOJ)  have  reported  on 
the  number  of  firearm  homicides.  The  CDC  and  CDHS  reported  the  number  of  homicides  based 
on  the  residence  of  the  victim.  The  CADOJ  reported  homicides  based  on  the  county  where  the 
incident  occurred.  Thus,  even  at  the  federal  and  state  levels  there  were  disparate  numbers  being 
reported  for  firearm  homicides.  As  of  1999,  the  SFFIRS  is  in  agreement  with  the  CADOJ 
concerning  the  number  of  homicides  that  occurred  within  SF  County. 


Number  of  firearm  homicides  reported  by  SHR 
■CDC  number  of  firearm  homicides  reported  based  on  victim's  residency 
■  Firearm  homicides  reported  by  State  data 
Firearm  homicides  reported  in  SFFIRS 


1989        1990  1991 


i 


I 


1 


r 


1995        1996        1997        1998  1999 


Figure  3:  Number  of  Firearm  Homicides  as  Reported  by  the  California  Department  of  Justice 
Supplemental  Homicide  Reports  (SHR),  Centers  for  Disease  Control  and  Prevention  (CDC), 
California  State  Department  of  Health  Services,  and  San  Francisco  Firearm  Injury  Reporting 
System  (SFFIRS):  San  Francisco,  1999 
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Magnitude  of  Firearm-related  Violence 

In  the  United  States  (U.S.)  during  1999,  28,874  persons  died  from  firearm  injuries,  which 
represents  an  age-adjusted  death  rate  of  10.6  per  100,000  (Table  2).  Of  these  deaths,  58%  were 
due  to  suicides  and  38%  were  due  to  homicides.  During  1999  in  California,  there  were  3,013 
firearm  deaths  and  a  rate  of  9.2  per  100,000.  Of  these,  50%  (1,508)  were  due  to  suicides  and 
45%  (1,362)  were  due  to  homicides.5  Table  2  and  Figure  4  show  the  deaths  during  1999  for  all 
nine  SF  Bay  Area  Counties,  as  well  as  other  California  counties  with  populations  over  500,000, 
as  reported  by  the  CDHS.  SF  ranked  sixth  among  the  nine  Bay  Area  Counties  with  44  deaths 
reported  for  residents,  representing  a  death  rate  of  5.5  per  100,000.  In  contrast  to  the  U.S.  and 
California  statistics,  in  SF  36%  (16)  of  the  firearm  deaths  of  residents  were  due  to  suicides  and 
64%  (28)  were  due  to  homicides.  Among  the  seven  California  counties  with  populations  of 
500,000  to  under  1  million,  the  firearm  death  rate  for  SF  ranked  sixth.  Overall,  the  firearm  death 
rate  in  SF  was  below  the  Healthy  People  2000  national  goal  of  1 1.6  per  100,000.  The  SF  firearm 
death  rate  for  African  Americans  was  also  33%  (20.1  per  100,000)  lower  than  the  Healthy 
People  2000  goal  of  30  deaths  per  100,000  persons. 

Table  2:  1999  Firearm  Age-adjusted  Death  Rates  for 
United  States,  State  of  California,  San  Francisco  Bay 
Area  Counties,  and  Other  California  Counties  With 
Populations  Over  500,000" 


1999 

1999  firearm 

Age-adjusted 

County 

population 

deaths 

death  rateb 

San  Bernardino 

1,688,984 

198 

12.7 

Los  Angeles 

9,727,841 

1,077 

11.7 

Kern 

662,472 

69 

11.1 

Contra  Costa 

921,662 

96 

10.6 

United  States 

272,945,000 

28,874 

10.6 

San  Joaquin 

566,793 

57 

10.3 

Sacramento 

1,189,056 

114 

9.8 

Fresno 

800,121 

68 

9.3 

California 

34,072,478 

3,013 

9.2 

Alameda 

1,448,643 

120 

8.5 

Solano 

392,201 

29 

7.9 

San  Diego 

2,884,572 

197 

7.3 

Orange 

2,787,593 

172 

6.7 

Ventura 

744,825 

46 

6.7 

Napa 

125,123 

8 

6.5 

San  Francisco" 

788,975 

44 

5.5 

Sonoma 

450,187 

28 

6.2 

San  Mateo 

735,381 

40 

5.4 

Santa  Clara 

1,732,034 

81 

5.1 

Marin 

247,073 

6 

2.4 

awww.dhs.ca.qov/hisp/chs/OHIR/Publication/publicationindex.htm 

www.census.gov/population/www/estimates/nat90s1.html 

www.cdc.gov/nchs 

bAII  rates  are  age-adjusted  to  the  standard  million  United  States  2000 
population  and  all  are  reported  per  100,000  population. 

California  Department  of  Health  Services  reported  50  San  Francisco 
residents  being  killed  by  firearms;  however,  6  of  these  deaths  did  not 
occur  in  the  County. 


4Hoyert  DL,  Arias  E,  Smith  BL,  Murphy  SL,  Kochanek  KD.  Deaths:  Final  Data  for  1999.  National  Vital  Statistics 
reports;  vol.  49  no  8.  Hyattsville,  Maryland:  National  Center  for  Health  Statistics;  2001. 

California  Department  of  Health  Services.  County  Health  Status  Profiles  2000.  California  Department  of  Health 
Services;  2001. 
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San  Diego  7.3 


Figure  4:  Age-adjusted  Firearm  Death  Rates  for  the  San  Francisco  Bay  Area  Counties  and 
California  Counties  with  Populations  Over  500,000:  California,  1999 
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According  to  the  San  Francisco  Police  Department  (SFPD)  Homicide  Unit,  between  1942  and 
2001  (1 1/29/01)  there  have  been  4,847  homicides  in  SF  County  with  an  average  of  81  homicides 
committed  each  year,  ranging  from  a  low  of  31  in  1942  to  a  high  of  143  in  1976  (Figure  5). 
Based  on  a  review  of  Supplementary  Homicide  Reports  (SHR)  provided  by  the  CADOJ,  firearms 
were  used  on  average  in  nearly  60%  (721)  of  the  homicides  committed  between  1987  and  1999 
(Figure  6).  This  translates  into  an  estimated  2,908  victims  of  firearm  violence  over  the  past  60 
years . 


Number 
160 


140 


120 


100 


80 


60 


40 


20 


1942    1945    1948    1951    1954    1957    1960    1963    1966    1969    1972    1975    1978    1981    1984    1987    1990    1993    1996  1999 

Year 


Figure  5:  Number  of  Homicide  Victims  (Residents  and  Nonresidents)  in  San  Francisco  County  from 
1942  to  2001. 

Source:  San  Francisco  Police  Department,  Homicide  Unit.  Homicides  from  2000  and  2001  are  based  on  counts  obtained  by  SFFIRS. 
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Figure  6:  Mechanism  Used  in  Homicide  Incidents:  San  Francisco,  1987  to  1999  (N=1,214) 

Source:  California  Department  of  Justice,  Supplemental  Homicide  Reports 


In  summary,  a  multi-agency  approach  provides  a  platform  for  a  more  comprehensive  understanding  of 
the  epidemiology  of  violent  injuries.  The  next  steps — using  the  data — will  require  precedent-setting 
levels  of  collaboration  between  agencies,  programs,  and  individuals  all  working  to  reduce  deaths  and 
injuries  due  to  violence.  While  there  are  no  simple  or  short-term  solutions,  a  reduction  of  violence  in 
our  County  can  be  achieved  with  a  commitment  to  a  unified  approach. 
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Don't  SF  agencies  have  all  of  this  information  in  an  electronic  format? 

The  San  Francisco  General  Hospital  Emergency  Department  and  Trauma  Registry  records,  and  SHR 
from  the  CADOJ  are  available  in  an  electronic  format.  However,  information  derived  from  the  police 
reports  and  Medical  Examiner  reports  are  not  in  an  electronic,  transferable  format. 

If  I  am  interested  in  the  number  of  domestic  violence  homicides,  where  should  I  go  to  find  this? 

The  number  of  monthly  homicide  incidents  can  be  found  on  the  SFPD  website: 
www.ci.sf.ca.us/police/SFPD30.htm,  However,  if  one  is  interested  in  the  number  of  firearm  homicides 
resulting  from  a  domestic  violence  incident  involving  an  assault  weapon,  where  the  victim  had  a  blood 
alcohol  content  greater  than  0.20,  this  information  would  not  be  found  there.  These  data  are  now 
contained  within  the  SFFIRS, 

Who  is  entered  into  the  SFFIRS? 

All  injuries  and  deaths  resulting  from  a  firearm  projectile  that  occurred  in  the  County. 
How  much  time  is  required  to  collect  this  information? 

/  //■»  /i    i  1st  i  4  f  si  1    s~1  si  4~  s~t    s~i  s~\  I  1  si  st  4~  i  s~\  1st    ~T  S\  ia    si  st  Si  1st    V\  S~\  1 1  Si  Si    t  *  St  f\  s~\  1/*  4       l\  /I  Si  s~i  1  Si  si  I     /v  -v*  si  7/1 1 1st  Si  1/*    St  si  fi  Si    si  1st  Si    si  t  ft  s~\  t^t  m  »    it*  si       S\  t/*  4~  fr       V  si  1st 

me  initial  aaia  collection  jor  eacn  ponce  report,  ivieaicai  Examiner  case  ana  autopsy  reports,  oan 
Francisco  General  Hospital  Trauma  registry  and  San  Francisco  Emergency  Department  data  can  take 
between  2  1/2  to  3  hours  per  incident. 

1 

-;. 

In  this  Section 
Case  Definition 
Data  Sources 
Case  Entry 
Data  Collection 
Analvsis 

Limitation  and  Technical  Notes 
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Case  Definition6 

Reportable  incidents  are  those  in  which  one  or  more  people  died  or  were  injured  as  the 
result  of  a  firearm  projectile.  Excluded  from  the  case  definition  are  deaths  and  injuries 
caused  by  nonpowder  guns  such  as  air  guns,  BB  guns,  and  pellet  guns;  deaths  and 
injuries  caused  by  pistol-whipping  or  other  non-projectile  uses  of  a  firearm;  and  deaths 
and  injuries  from  bombs.  Reportable  victims  within  an  incident  include  both  those  who 
died  from  a  gunshot  wound  and  those  who  sustained  a  gunshot  wound  (including  graze 
wounds)  but  survived. 

Data  Sources 

Data  for  this  report  were  derived  from  the  following  sources. 

1 .  Medical  Examiner. 

2.  San  Francisco  General  Hospital  (SFGH) — including  data  from  the  Emergency 
Department  (ED)  and  from  the  Trauma  Registry. 

3.  Death  certificates. 

4.  SFPD  incident  reports,  including  SHR  from  the  CADOJ. 

The  Medical  Examiner  is  a  primary  source  for  data  on  the  victim,  as  well  as  the  circumstances 
under  which  suicides  and  unintentional  deaths  occur. 

SFGH  is  a  Level  I  trauma  center  and  serves  as  the  primary  source  of  identification  of  all  nonfatal 
firearm-related  injuries.  Cases  were  obtained  from  the  SFGH  ED  registry  for  all  victims  who 
were  treated  or  hospitalized  due  to  firearm-related  injuries.  For  those  victims  who  were 
hospitalized,  the  Trauma  Registry  data  were  merged  into  the  database.  This  project  was  approved 
by  the  Institutional  Review  Board  of  the  University  of  California,  SF. 

Death  certificates  were  obtained  through  the  SFDPH  and  from  the  State  of  California.  Unique 
information  provided  by  the  death  certificate  includes  the  victim's  marital,  veteran,  and 
employment  status;  highest  educational  level  attained;  country  of  birth;  and  industry  of 
employment  and  usual  occupation . 

SFPD  data  were  acquired  by  two  methods.  First,  data  on  firearm-related  homicides  were 
obtained  from  the  SHR.  This  report  contains  the  age,  race,  gender,  and  ethnicity  of  the  victim 
and  suspected  offender,  as  well  as  information  on  the  victim-offender  relationship,  precipitating 
circumstances,  and  any  weapon  used.  A  second  source  of  information  was  the  police  incident 
report.  This  is  a  labor-intensive  form  of  data  collection,  but  it  provides  more  important  details 
about  circumstances,  victims,  and  suspects.  A  unique  feature  of  SFFIRS  is  that  multiple 
circumstances  can  be  coded  for  each  victim  involved  in  an  incident.  For  example,  in  a  SHR,  a 
shooting  between  rival  gang  members  that  was  preceded  by  an  argument  over  drug  trade  turf 
issues  will  be  coded  as  "juvenile  gang,"  or  "argument  over  money,  property,"  or  "narcotics  law," 
but  not  all  three  circumstances.  The  level  of  detail  provided  by  the  police  incident  report  allows 
each  dimension  of  the  circumstance  to  be  coded  in  SFFIRS.  Criminal  history  was  obtained 
through  police  reports.  The  basic  criminal  history  information  was  abstracted  from  a  summary 


6Harvard  Injury  Control  Research  Center.  Uniform  Data  Elements:  National  Fatal  Firearm  Injury  Reporting  System, 
Release  1.1.  Harvard  School  of  Public  Health;  2000.  www.nviss.org. 
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sheet,  including  the  number  of  misdemeanor  and  felony  charges,  as  well  as  the  first  and  last  date 
that  was  recorded  on  their  "rap"  sheet.  Data  was  not  collected  with  regard  to  whether  or  not  a 
person  was  convicted,  and  the  specific  type  of  charges  (e.g.,  weapon  related,  drug  related,  etc.). 


Table  3  shows  that  there  were  overlapping  data  sources  for  many  of  the  variables.  Data  was 

nnnnti7Pn  qc  it  u/qc  orulpptpri    Trip  T"^PQtn  i   prtiflpntp   lVyTpHir*Ql  Pyq tn inpr'c  Hdtci    o n H  QT-IT?  u/prp 
j  U  K 1 1  1 L 1  /-L  LI  ao  11  W (Xd  LtJllLLlCU.    1  I1C  J-ZCdlll  V_  CI  11 1 1C a LC,  IvlCUlCal  JZ/AdllllllCl   o  tldla,  al  111  orilV  WC1C 

considered  to  be  the  primary  sources  for  fatalities,  and  the  SFGH  ED  and  SFGH  data,  and  police 
incident  reports  were  the  primary  sources  for  nonfatalities . 

Table  3:  Sources  of  Data  for  Fatal  and  Nonfatal  Firearm-related  Injuries 

San  San 
Francisco  Francisco 
San  Francisco       General        General  Supplemental 
Medical           Police         Emergency      Trauma          Homicide  Death 
Variables  Collected                            Examiner      Department      Department      Registry      Reports  (SHR)  certificates 

Incident  type 

x 

x 

x 

x 

Date/time  of  injury 

x 

x 

XX  X 

x 

Date/time  of  death 

x 

x 

XX  X 

x 

Location  of  incident 

X 

X 

X 

x 

Manner  of  death 

X 

X 

x 

Victim's  demographics 

x 

X 

EMS  rendered 

X 

X 

Victim/suspect  relationship 

X 

X 

X 

Autopsy  report 

X 

Toxicological  data 

X 

Work-relatedness 

X 

X 

School/gang/domestic  violence 

X 

X 

Employment/occupation 

X 

x 

Marital  status 

X 

X 

Veteran's  status 

X 

Country/state  of  birth 

X 

Homelessness 

X 

X 

X 

Public  housing 

X 

X 

Circumstances 

X 

X 

X 

Number  and  location  of  wounds 

X 

X 

X  X 

Suspect's  demographics 

X 

X 

Victim/suspect  criminal  history 

X 

Firearm  and  ballistics 

X 

X 

X 

E-  and  ICD-codes 

X 

Hospitalization 

X 

Insurance 

X  X 

Severity  of  injury 

X                      X  ^^I^^,^„.,,,„ 

Length  of  hospitalization 

X 

Narrative  of  incident 

X 

X 

Violation  and  penal  codes 

X 
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Case  Entry 

The  flow  chart  in  Figure  7  shows  the  coding  schemes  used  for  presenting  the  victim  data 
according  to  intent,  manner,  and  outcome.  For  certain  tabulations,  the  recommended  framework 
for  presenting  mortality  and  morbidity  data  was  modified  as  shown  in  the  flow  charts  as  the  1999 

7  8 

SFFIRS  Manner/Outcome.''0 This  was  done  in  order  to  condense  the  12  possible  outcomes  to  7 
categories  of  manner  and  outcome  of  major  interest  because  5  categories  had  no  events  and  4  had 
mall  counts.  The  flowchart  allows  the  intent,  manner,  and  outcome  data  to  be  compared  with 
other  reports. 
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Figure  7:  Flow  Chart  of  Coding  Scheme  Used  for  Presenting  the  Victim  Data  According  to  Manner, 
Intent,  and  Outcome:  San  Francisco,  1999 
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A  relational  database  was  designed  in  order  to  capture  127  data  elements  regarding  the  incident, 
persons  involved  (including  victim  and  suspect),  and  firearm.  Figure  8  shows  the  basic  table 
structure  for  the  database  and  the  number  of  variables  in  each  table. 


Person 
f8) 


Incident 
M41 


Suspected  Shooter 
(16) 


Victim 
(67) 


Relationship  of  Victim  to 
Suspect 
(2) 


Firearm 
(16) 


Youth  Access 
(6)a 


First  Purchaser 
(Da 


Circumstances 
(3) 


Multiple  Causes  of  Death 
ICD9  orlCDIO 
(1) 


Figure  8:  Structure  of  the  Database  with  Number  of  Elements  in  Each  Table 

aThese  data  elements  are  not  routinely  collected  by  any  of  the  agencies,  and  consequently  this  database  does  not  currently 
contain  this  information. 

Incident  Table 

An  incident  is  an  event  that  results  in  a  firearm  death  or  injury,  or  multiple  related  firearm  deaths 
or  injuries,  during  a  continuous  period  of  time.  For  example,  an  episode  in  which  a  person  shoots 
a  family  member  and  then  shoots  himself  would  be  entered  as  one  incident  with  two  persons 
involved.  The  incident  table  contains  variables  that  describe  the  event,  including  location  of  the 
incident,  number  of  victims  and  suspects  involved,  narrative,  and  type  of  incident.  The  variables 
include: 

Incident  ID 
Incident  date 
Precinct 

Incident  narrative 
Incident  location  type 
Involvement  of  public  housing 

Address  of  incident  (latitude/longitude  and  census  tract  and  block) 
Number  of  victims  and  suspects 
Type  of  incident 

Penal  and  violation  codes  for  incident 
Other  injuries 

Person  Table 

The  Person  Table  stores  the  variables  that  are  collected  in  common  on  both  the  victim  and  the 
suspect,  such  as  age,  race/ethnicity,  gender,  whether  the  shooting  occurred  at  the  person's 
residence  or  while  the  person  was  at  work,  and  person  type.  The  "Person  Type"  on  the  Person 
Table  which  indicates  whether  the  individual  is  a  victim,  suspect,  or  both. 

Person  (Victim  and  Suspect)  Characteristics 
Person  type 
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Age 
Gender 
Race 
Ethnicity 

Whether  incident  occurred  at  person's  residence/work 
Victims 

"Victims"  are  persons  who  sustained  projectile  injuries  from  a  firearm.  Victims  do  not 
include  people  who  were  threatened  with  a  firearm  but  not  injured,  or  people  who  were 
injured  by  a  weapon  other  than  a  firearm.  Victims  who  received  a  graze  wound  from  a 
firearm  were  reported. 

Suspected  Shooters  (or.  Suspects) 

"Suspects"  is  a  collective  term  for  those  people  who  are  suspected  of  having  shot  another 
person  in  an  incident,  whether  intentionally  or  accidentally.  However,  law  enforcement 
officers  are  only  discussed  in  the  legal  interventions  section  of  this  report  since  they  are  not 
considered  suspects.  A  suspect  can  be  described:  for  example,  a  white  teenager;  or  a 
suspect  can  be  identified — John  Smith,  born  March  3,  1956.  Suicide  victims  are  not 
considered  suspects  (unless  they  also  shot  someone  else  in  the  same  incident).  If  more  than 
one  person  was  involved  in  the  shooting,  each  was  listed  as  a  suspect  in  the  case,  even  if 
only  one  actually  pulled  the  trigger.  For  example,  in  the  case  of  two  armed  robbers  who 
enter  a  store  and  shoot  the  clerk,  even  if  only  one  pulled  the  trigger  both  robbers  would  be 
listed  as  suspected  shooters  in  the  shooting. 

Both  Victim  and  Suspects 

"Both"  are  victims  who  also  shot  someone  else  in  the  incident.  For  example,  a  person  who 
kills  his  wife  and  himself  would  have  a  person  type  (ptype)  of  "Both",  as  would  a  person 
who  shoots  a  police  officer  and  then  is  himself  shot  by  another  police  officer  during 
apprehension.  A  suicide  victim  would  have  a  Ptype  of  "Victim"  (unless  the  suicide  victim 
also  shot  someone  else  during  the  incident).  A  person's  status  as  a  victim,  suspect,  or  both 
is  not  affected  by  whether  the  shooting  was  fatal  or  nonfatal. 

Victim  Table 

The  Victim  Table  includes  variables  that  are  collected  only  on  victims.  The  following  is  a  list  of 
the  variables  collected  for  each  victim: 
Homelessness 

Victim's  residential  address  ((latitude/longitude  and  census  tract  and  block) 

County  and  city  of  residence 

Place  of  death 

Date  of  injury 

Time  of  injury 

Date  of  death 

Time  of  death 

Gang-relatedness  and  name 

Mode  to  hospital 

Name  of  hospital 

Transfer 

Number  of  bullets  and  wounds 

Admitted  from  emergency  department  to  hospital 
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Medical  Examiner's  determination  of  manner  of  death 

Incident  type  and  type  of  injury 

Victim/offender  relationship  (SHR) 

Circumstance  (SHR) 

Justifiable  shooting  circumstances  (SHR) 

Violent  circumstance 

Accident/unintentional/another-inflicted/self-inflicted  circumstance 
Suicide  circumstance 
Specimen  date  and  time 
Evidence  of  past  drug  use 
Drugs  tested 

Alcohol  presence  and  blood  alcohol  level 
Drug  presence 
Employment  status 
EMS  assistance  rendered 

SFGH  ED  treatment,  date,  time,  wound  location,  injury  type,  insurance,  and  severity 
SFGH  date,  time,  injury  type,  wound  location,  ICD  and  E  codes,  AIS,  ISS,  and  final 
disposition 

Marital,  employment,  and  veteran's  status,  highest  education  level,  usual  occupation  and 
industry 

Criminal  history 
Booked 

Charges  past  and  charges  for  this  incident 
First  and  last  contact  date  with  the  SFPD 
FBI  or  a  CAII  number 

Number  of  prior  felony  and  misdemeanor  contacts 
Parole  and  probation  violation 

Suspect  Table 

The  suspect  table  contains  variables  related  to  the  individual  who  was  believed  to  have  been 
involved  in  the  incident.  Variables  include: 

Suspect's  residential  address  (latitude/longitude  and  census  tract  and  block) 

County  and  city  of  residence 

Suicide  committed 

Gang-relatedness  and  name 

Criminal  history 

Booked 

Charges 

Penal  and  violations  codes 

First  and  last  contact  date  with  the  SFPD 

FBI  or  a  CAII  number 

Number  of  prior  felony  and  misdemeanor  contacts 
Parole  and  probation  violation 

Relationship  Table 

This  table  pairs  each  victim  listed  in  an  incident  with  each  suspect  listed.  Up  to  two  codes  are 
entered  to  describe  the  relationship  of  the  victim  to  the  offender.  In  complex  incidents,  a 
victim-suspect  pair  may  not  be  relevant  because  the  suspect  is  not  a  suspect  for  that  particular 
victim. 
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Circumstance  Table 

There  are  three  sets  of  variables  to  describe  the  circumstances  leading  to  the  injury  or  fatality: 
violence-related  circumstances,  accident-related  circumstances,  and  suicide  information. 
Multiple  circumstances  for  each  victim  can  be  entered. 

Multiple  Cause  of  Death  Tables  (Mult9  and  MultIO) 

Death  certificates  include  not  only  the  Underlying  Cause  of  Death  code,  but  other  Multiple 
Cause  of  Death  codes  that  describe  all  of  the  injuries  and  medical  conditions  contributing  to 
death . 

Firearm  Table 

The  firearm  table  documents  information  about  the  gun(s)  suspected  of  being  used  in  the 
incident.  Firearms  are  linked  only  to  incidents,  not  to  individuals. 

Information  on  type  of  firearm  (e.g.,  from  witnesses) 

Physical  evidence  from  scene  of  incident  indicating  type  of  firearm 

Firearm  type 

Firearm  make 

Firearm  model 

Firearm  caliber/gauge 

Firearm  barrel  length 

Firearm  magazine  capacity 

Safety  features  present 

Storage  of  firearm 

Firearm  reported  stolen 

Casings  or  shells  found 

Serial  number 

Assault  weapon  and  type 

Trace 

First  Purchaser  Table 

Currently,  we  are  not  collecting  any  information  regarding  the  first  purchaser  of  a  firearm  used  in 
an  incident.  We  would  like  in  the  future  to  collect  these  data  since  they  would  provide  additional 
information  on  the  life  of  the  firearm.  Potentially  useful  information  includes  whether  or  not  the 
owner  of  the  firearm  resided  at  the  same  address  as  the  victim  or  suspect  in  the  injury  incident, 
whether  a  gun  used  in  the  incident  was  first  purchased  by  either  the  victim  or  suspect,  or  whether 
the  owner  shares  the  same  last  name  as  the  victim  or  suspect. 

Youth  Access  Table 

Currently,  data  on  these  elements  are  not  routinely  collected.  This  table  has  been  established  to 
support  potential  future  collection  of  youth  information.  When  a  youth  (under  18  years  old) 
commits  suicide  with  a  gun  or  uses  a  firearm  to  shoot  another  person,  the  following  additional 
variables  relating  to  access  would  be  collected:  the  owner  of  the  firearm;  the  source  of  the 
firearm  (e.g.,  whether  the  youth  was  the  owner  of  the  firearm  and  where  the  youth  obtained  the 
firearm);  storage  of  the  firearm,  including  whether  or  not  it  was  locked  and/or  loaded;  and 
whether  the  youth's  access  to  the  firearm  was  authorized. 
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Data  Collection 

There  is  an  approximately  6  to  12-month  delay  between  the  date  of  an  incident  and  the  date  that 
data  collection  is  initiated.  Rather  than  providing  real-time  reporting  of  a  limited  number  of 
variables,  the  goal  is  to  focus  on  comprehensive  data  collection,  when  all  initial  and 
supplementary  reports  from  police  investigation  and  the  medical  examiner  are  completed. 

To  identify  firearm  fatalities,  Medical  Examiner's  case  reports  were  reviewed  (Figure  9).  Each 
case  and  autopsy,  including  toxicology  reports,  were  reviewed  and  pertinent  data  were  extracted 
and  entered  directly  into  the  database  using  a  laptop  computer. 


Figure  9  shows  how  the  identification  of  nonfatal  firearm-related  injuries  was  performed.  First, 
the  SFGH  ED  registry  provided  a  monthly  list  of  all  victims  treated  for  a  gunshot  wound.  This 
list  provided  the  date,  time,  age,  race,  gender,  and  location  of  injury.  Second,  this  list  was 
matched  against  all  police  reports  with  violation  codes  that  identified  that  a  firearm  was 
potentially  used  to  cause  an  injury.  By  reviewing  all  firearm-related  police  reports,  victims  who 
were  not  treated  at  SFGH  were  also  identified.  Each  police  report  was  reviewed  to  determine 
whether  an  injury  resulted. 


Fatal 


All  Medical 
Examiner  Reports 
are  reviewed  to 
determine  if  a 
firearm  was  used  to 
cause  death. 


Police  reports  and  corresponding 
Homicide  Reports  (SHR)  are 
identified. 


Federal  agencies  such  as  the  Park 
Police  are  contacted  to  identify 
incident  report. 


Nonfatal 


San  Francisco 
Emergency 
Department  (SFGH 
ED)  Registry  used  to 

determine  if  a 
firearm  was  used  to 

cause  injury. 


Victims  are  matched  to  police  incident 
reports  by  date  and  time  of  incident, 
gender,  age,  and  race/ethnicity. 


To  capture  cases  not  treated  at  SFGH 
ED,  police  incident  reports  are 
identified  and  reviewed  by  violation 
and  penal  codes  to  determine  if  an 
injury  has  resulted  from  the  incident. 


Figure  9:  Steps  in  the  Identification  of  Firearm  Injury-related  Cases:  San  Francisco,  1999 
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Analysis 

ACCESS,  SPSS,  EXCEL,  and  Maplnfo  were  used  to  analyze  the  data.  Ranges  were  checked, 
relational  consistency  checks  were  made,  duplicated  data  were  investigated,  and  redundancies 
were  removed.  Inter  and  intra-coder  reliability  checks  were  conducted  on  10%  of  the  records. 
The  rate  of  disagreement  was  less  than  5%.  All  errors  were  reconciled  and  recoded.  Age-adjusted 
rates  were  calculated  for  all  SF  residents  using  the  standard  million  U.S.  2000  population.  Age- 
adjusted  rates  allow  comparisons  across  populations  to  determine  the  severity  of  an  injury — for 
example,  to  assess  whether  one  segment  of  the  population  is  experiencing  excessive  deaths  or 
injuries  as  compared  with  another  segment.  Age-specific  rates  were  also  calculated  for  all  SF 
residents  using  the  California  Department  of  Finance  populations  for  1999.  Age-specific  rates 
are  useful  for  describing  the  risk  of  violence  because  deaths  and  injuries  from  firearms  are  not 
consistent  across  life  spans.  All  rates  are  reported  per  100,000  population. 

Limitations  and  Technical  Notes 

Rates  reported  do  not  include  nonresidents  due  to  the  lack  of  applicable  statistical  information 
for  the  determination  of  the  overall  population  denominators.  These  rates  may  not  fully  reflect 
the  true  impact  that  firearm  violence  has  on  the  community  where  the  incident  occurred.  When 
comparing  rates  for  SF  to  other  counties,  the  reader  must  be  aware  that  these  rates  are  based  on 
the  characteristics  of  the  residents  of  the  county  were  they  reside. 

When  cell  counts  are  5  or  less,  rates  are  not  reported  due  to  the  statistical  unreliability  of  these 
numbers.  Thus,  no  generalization  or  comparison  based  on  such  small  numbers  should  be 
conducted. 

It  is  important  to  note  that  the  actual  population  living  in  the  county  may  be  less,  especially  for 
particular  segments  of  the  population.  For  example,  these  population  counts  do  not  account  for 
the  number  of  residents  who  are  incarcerated.  Thus,  the  rates  reported  may  underestimate  the 
actual  risk  of  being  injured  by  a  firearm. 
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Characteristics  of  Firearm-related  Injuries 

Overall,  how  many  persons  were  victims  of  firearm  deaths  and  injuries? 

There  were  213  firearm  deaths  and  injuries. 

What  were  the  injury  rates  for  fatal  and  nonfatal  firearm  injuries  occurring  in  SF  for  SF 
residents? 

The  fatal  and  nonfatal  rates  were  5.5  per  100,000  and  16.6  per  100,000,  respectively. 
Who  was  most  at  risk  of  being  a  victim  of  a  firearm  injury? 

African  American  males  between  20  and  24  years  old  had  the  highest  rates — 679  per  100,000.  They 
were  72  times  more  likely  to  be  injured  by  a  firearm  than  White  males  of  any  age,  even  though  the 
African  American  male  population  represents  less  than  5%  of  the  total  SF  population. 

What  age  group  had  the  highest  number  of  firearm  injuries? 

Fifty-four  percent  (116)  of  victims  injured  were  between  20  and  34  years  old. 

How  many  of  the  firearm  victims  were  residents  of  other  counties? 

Twenty-five  percent  (51)  of  the  victims  were  not  residents  ofSF  County — 30%  (19)  of  the  fatalities 
and  21%  (32)  of  the  nonfatalities. 

How  many  victims  were  killed  or  injured  due  to  an  assaultive  use  of  firearms? 

Eighty-three  percent  (177)  of  the  victims  were  injured  as  the  result  of  a  homicide  or  an  assault. 

Of  these  assaultive  injuries  how  many  died? 

Twenty-three  percent  (40)  died  as  a  result  of  homicide. 

How  many  of  the  fatalities  were  suicides? 

Of  all  deaths,  33%  were  suicides. 


In  this  section 
Fatal  and  Nonfatal  Firearm-related  Injuries  by  Intent 
Residence 

Overall,  Firearm-related  Injuries,  Age-adjusted  and  Age-specific  Rates,  by  Intent,  Gender,  and  Race/Ethnicity 
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Fatal  and  Nonfatal  Firearm-related  Injuries  by  Intent 

There  were  176  incidents  of  firearm-related  injuries  in  SF  County  in  1999,  involving  213 
victims.  Figure  10  shows  the  number  of  victims  and  suspects  who  were  involved  in  these 
incidents.  A  detailed  analysis  of  topics  such  as  suspects,  bookings,  and  legal  interventions  are 
discussed  later  in  this  report. 


176  fatal  and 
nonfatal  firearm- 
related  incidents 


202  Victims3 


8  Who  were  both 
a  victim  and 
suspect3 


230  Suspects 


11  Law 
enforcement 
officers 


61  Fatal 


141  Nonfatal 


3  Fatal 


5  Nonfatal 


157  Described 


19  Identified,  not 
booked 


54  Booked 


1  Victim3 


8  Shooters 


2  Victims  and 
shooters3 


9  Booked 


1  Identified,  not 
booked 


4  Booked 


Figure  10:  Number  of  Incidents,  Victims,  Suspects,  and  Those  Victims  and  Suspects  Who  were 
Both:  San  Francisco,  1999 

aNumber  of  victims  is  202+8+ 1  +2=21 3 
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Table  4  shows  the  number  of  victims,  suspects,  and  those  individuals  who  were  both  a  victim 
and  a  suspect,  by  the  number  of  incidents  and  by  incident  intent.9  Overall,  83%  (177)  of  all 
victims  were  injured  during  an  assaultive  incident.  Thirty  percent  (64)  of  the  victims  suffered 
fatal  injuries.  Homicides  accounted  for  63%  (40)  of  the  fatalities,  and  33%  (21)  and  5%  (3)  of 
the  fatalities  resulted  from  suicide  and  legal  intervention,  respectively.  Of  the  149  nonfatal 
injuries,  92%  (137)  resulted  from  assault,  3%  (5)  were  self-inflicted,  3%  (5)  resulted  from  legal 
interventions,  and  those  victims  who  were  unintentionally  shot  by  another  person  represented 
less  than  1%  (2)  (Figure  11). 

Table  4:  Characteristics  of  Firearm-related  Victims  and  Shooters, 
by  Incident  Intent:  San  Francisco,  1999 

Law 
enforcement 
officers  who 


Total 

Law 

were  both  a 

number 

Total  number 

enforcement 

Both  a  victim 

victim  and 

Intent 

Incidents 

of  victims 

of  suspects 

(shooters) 

and  a  suspect 

shooter 

Overall 

176 

213 

230 

8 

8 

2 

Homicide 

38 

40 

61 

0 

0 

0 

Assault 

106 

137 

165 

0 

5 

0 

Suicide 

19 

21 

0 

0 

2 

0 

Legal  Intervention 

6 

8 

2 

8 

1 

2 

Another-inflicted3 

2 

2 

2 

0 

0 

0 

Self-inflicted" 

5 

5 

0 

0 

0 

0 

aAnother-inflicted  incidents  are  those  in  which  victims  were  unintentionally  shot  by  another  person. 
"Self-inflicted  incidents  are  those  in  which  victims  unintentionally  shot  themselves. 


Another-inflicted  nonfatal 


Self-inflicted  nonfatal 


Legal  Intervention  nonfatal 


Legal  Intervention  fatal 


Suicide 


Homicide 


Assault 


0  10  20  30  40  50  60  70 

Percent 


Figure  11:  Fatal  and  Nonfatal  Firearm-related  Injuries,  by  Intent:  San 
Francisco,  1999  (N=213) 

Note:  Another-inflicted  incidents  are  those  in  which  victims  were  unintentionally  shot  by  another  person. 
Self-inflicted  incidents  are  those  in  which  victims  unintentionally  shot  themselves. 
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Residence 

Of  the  213  victims  in  fatal  and  nonfatal  incidents,  205  had  a  known  address  and  75%  (154)  were 
residents  of  San  Francisco  County  (Table  5).  Figure  12  shows  that  25%  (5 1)  of  the  victims  and  27% 
(20)  of  the  identified  suspects  resided  outside  of  the  County. 


H  Nonresident  Suspects  n=20 


^    Nonresident  Victims  n=51 




Figure  12:  Nonresident  Victims  of  Firearm-related  Injuries  and  Nonresident  Suspects  Involved  in 
Firearm  Incidents  in  San  Francisco  County:  San  Francisco,  1999. 

Notes:  Location  within  the  County  is  based  on  the  victim's  or  suspect's  city  of  residence — location  is  an  approximation.  There  was  a  single 
victim  with  a  residence  outside  of  California.  There  were  3  victims  whose  addresses  were  not  collected  (law  enforcement  officers)  and  5 
victims  with  unknown  addresses.  There  was  a  single  nonresident  suspect  whose  residence  overlapped  with  another,  and  2  nonresident 
victims  whose  residences  overlapped.  There  were  5  persons  who  were  both  a  victim  and  a  suspect  who  were  nonresidents,  who  are 
included  in  the  nonresident  suspects  and  nonresident  victims.  There  were  74  suspects  who  had  known  addresses;  54  of  these  suspects 
were  residents  of  San  Francisco. 
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Table  5:  Incidents  of  Overall,  Fatal  and  Nonfatal  Firearm-related  Injuries,  and  Age-adjusted3  and  Age- 
specific  Rates  for  San  Francisco  Residents:  San  Francisco,  1999 


Overall 

Fatal 

Nonfatal 

San  Francisco 

Fatal  resident 

Nonfatal  resident" 

N 

% 

n 

% 

n 

% 

population 

% 

n 

% 

Adjusted 

n 

% 

Adjusted 

All  cases 

213 

64 

30.0 

149 

70.0 

788,975 

~ 

44 

28.6 

5.5 

110 

71.4 

16.6 

Females 

27 

12.7 

10 

15.6 

17 

11.4 

397,637 

50.4 

8 

18.2 

1.9 

13 

11.8 

4.6 

Males 

183 

85.9 

54 

84.4 

129 

86.6 

391,338 

49.6 

36 

81.8 

9.2 

97 

88.2 

28.3 

Not  collected 

3 

1.4 

0 

3 

2.0 

0 

0 

0 

Race/ethnicitv 

African 

American 

113 

53.1 

25 

39.1 

88 

59.1 

78,730 

10.0 

16 

35.6 

20.1 

72 

65.5e 

92.0 

American 

Indian 

0 

— 

0 

0 

2,719 

0.3 

0 

0 

Asian 

25 

11.7 

10 

15.6 

15 

10.1 

262,485 

33.3 

6 

13.6 

2.1 

8 

7.3 

3.1 

Hispanic 

43 

20.2 

15 

23.4 

28 

18.8 

126,060 

16.0 

10 

21.7 

7.4 

19 

17.3 

16.2 

White 

24 

11.3 

14 

21.9 

10 

6.8 

318,981 

40.4 

12 

26.1 

4.2 

6 

5.5 

2.3 

White6 

3 

1.4 

0 

3 

2.0 

0 

0 

2.7 

Unknownd 

2 

0.9 

0 

2 

1.3 

0  -J 

0 

2 

1.8 

Not  collected 

3 

1.4 

3 

2.0 

0 

0 

Total 

213 

64 

149 

788,975 

44 

110 

Female 

Race/ethnicitv 

African 

American 

11 

5.2 

2 

20.0 

9 

52.9 

40,862 

10.3 

2 

25.0 

8 

61.5 

19.6 

American 

Indian 

0 

— 

0 

0 

1,332 

0.3 

0 

0 

Asian 

8 

3.8 

3 

30.0 

5 

29.4 

135,846 

34.2 

2 

25.0 

2 

15.4 

Hispanic 

3 

1.4 

!  1 

10.0 

2 

11.8 

62,002 

15.6 

0 

2 

15.4 

White 

4 

1.9 

4 

40.0 

0 

157,595 

39.6 

4 

50.0 

0 

White0 

1 

0.5 

0 

1 

5.9 

0 

0 

1 

7.7 

Total 

27 

10 

17 

397,637 

8 

13 

Mate 

Race/Ethnicitv 

African 

American 

102 

47.9 

23 

42.6 

79 

61.2 

37,868 

9.7 

14 

37.8 

37.1 

64 

66.0 

164.7 

American 

Indian 

0 

0 

0 

1,387 

0.4 

0 

0 

Asian 

17 

7.9 

7 

13.0 

10 

7.8 

126,639 

32.4 

4 

11.1 

6 

6.2 

4.8 

Hispanic 

40 

18.8 

14 

25.9 

26 

20.2 

64,058 

16.4 

10 

26.3 

14.8 

17 

17.5 

27.7 

White 

20 

9.4 

10 

18.5 

10 

7.8 

161,386 

41.2 

8 

21.1 

5.1 

6 

6.2 

4.4 

Whitec 

2 

0.9 

0 

2 

1.6 

0 

0 

2 

2.1 

Unknown" 

2 

0.9 

0 

2 

1.6 

0 

I     o       --          + : 

2 

2.1 

Total 

183 

54 

129 

391,338 

36 

97 

Intent 

Suicide/ 

self-inflicted 

26 

12.2 

21 

32.8 

5 

3.4 

16 

36.4 

1.9 

4 

3.6 

Homicide/ 

assault 

177 

83.1 

40 

62.5 

137 

91.9 

28 

62.2 

3.6 

102 

92.7 

15.3 

Another- 

inflicted 

2 

0.9 

0 

2 

1.3 

0 

2 

1.8 

Legal 

Intervention 

8 

3.8 

3 

4.7 

5 

3.4 

0 

2 

1.8 

Total 

213 

64 

149 

44 

110 

Aqe  Group 

Age-specific 

Age-specific 

0-14 

1 

0.5 

0 

1 

0.7 

130,537 

16.5 

0 

1 

0.9 

15-19 

26 

12.2 

2 

3.1 

24 

16.1 

34,904 

4.4 

1 

2.2 

22 

19.5 

63.0 

20-24 

58 

27.2 

13 

20.3 

45 

30.2 

36,732 

4.7 

8 

17.4 

21.8 

33 

29.2 

89.8 

25-34 

58 

27.2 

16 

25.0 

42 

28.2 

120,862 

15.3 

12 

27.3 

9.9 

32 

28.3 

26.5 

35-44 

33 

15.5 

14 

21.9 

19 

12.8 

158,608 

20.1 

10 

21.7 

6.3 

15 

13.3 

9.5 

45-64 

28 

13.1 

14 

21.9 

14 

9.3 

189,447 

24.0 

8 

17.8 

4.2 

6 

5.3 

3.2 

65+ 

6 

2.8 

5 

7.8 

1 

0.7 

117,885 

14.9 

5 

10.9 

4.2 

1 

0.9 

Not  collected 

3 

1.4 

0 

3 

2.0 

0 

0 

3 

2.7 

Total 

213 

64 

149 

788,975 

44 

113 

aAge-adjusted  rates  are  standardized  using  the  standard  million  United  States  2000  population,  and  individual  age  group  rates  are  adjusted  to  the 
specific  age  group.  All  rates  are  reported  per  100,000.  When  cell  counts  are  less  than  5  rates  are  not  calculated  due  to  statistical  unreliability. 

"There  were  4  nonfatality  victims  with  unknown  residency,  1  fatality  with  an  unknown  residence,  and  3  law  enforcement  officers — whose  residency 
was  not  collected  due  to  confidentiality — who  were  wounded,  for  a  total  of  8  victims  with  unknown  residence. 

°White,  unknown  ethnicity 

"Unknown  race/ethnicity 

"Denominator  is  based  on  the  counts  for  the  specific  age  and  race/ethnic  group. 
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Overall,  Firearm-related  Injuries,  Age-adjusted,  and  Age-specific  Rates  by  Intent, 
Gender,  and  Race/Ethnicity 

SF  County  had  an  age-adjusted  rate  of  fatal  and  nonfatal  firearm-related  injuries  due  to  all  causes 
of  22.1  per  100,000  (154)  in  1999.  The  age-adjusted  fatal  firearm  injury  rate  was  5.5,  and  the 
nonfatal  firearm  injury  age-adjusted  rate  was  16.6.  Twenty-one  firearm-related  suicides  occurred 
in  SF,  with  16  of  these  suicides  involving  SF  residents.  The  overall  firearm-related  suicide  age- 
adjusted  rate  for  the  County  was  1.9  (Table  5). 

The  age  group  that  experienced  the  greatest  number  of  firearm  injuries  and  deaths  were  victims 
aged  25  to  34  with  44  injuries  and  deaths  and  an  age-specific  rate  of  36  per  100,000.  However, 
victims  aged  20  to  24  experienced  41  injuries  and  deaths  and  had  an  age-specific  rate  of 
1 12 — 3  times  greater  than  victims  aged  25  to  34  (Table  6,  Figure  13).  The  overall  homicide  and 
assault  age-adjusted  rate  was  19  (129),  with  victims  aged  20  to  24  having  an  age-specific  rate  of 
104  (38),  victims  aged  15  to  19  having  an  age-specific  rate  of  54  (19),  followed  by  victims  aged 
25  to  34  with  an  age-specific  rate  of  34  (41)  (Table  6). 

Table  6:  Intent  of  Fatal  and  Nonfatal  Firearm-related  Injuries, 
by  Age,  for  San  Francisco  County  Residents:  San  Francisco,  1999 


Age  Group 


Overall 

15-19 

20-24 

25-34 

35-44 

45-64 

65+ 

Intent 

N 

rate6 

n 

rate 

n 

rate 

n 

rate 

n 

rate 

n 

rate 

n 

rate 

Overall 

153 

22.0 

23 

65.9 

41 

111.6 

44 

36.4 

25 

15.8 

14 

7.4 

6 

5.1 

Homicide 

28 

3.6 

0 

7 

19.1 

11 

9.1 

5 

3.2 

3 

2 

Assault3 

101 

15.1 

19 

54.4 

31 

84.4 

30 

24.8 

15 

9.5 

6 

3.2 

0 

Suicide 

16 

1.9 

1 

1 

1 

5 

3.2 

5 

2.6 

3 

Legal  nonfatal 

2 

1 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

Self-inflicted" 

4 

0 

2 

1 

0 

0 

1 

Another-inflictedd 

2 

2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

All  fatal  intents 

44 

5.5 

1 

8 

21.8 

12 

9.9 

10 

6.3 

8 

4.2 

5 

4.2 

All  nonfatal  intents 

109 

16.5 

22 

63.0 

33 

89.8 

32 

26.5 

15 

9.5 

6 

3.2 

1 

aThere  was  a  single  assault  victim  aged  0-14  that  was  not  included. 

bAge-adjusted  rates  are  standardized  using  the  standard  million  United  States  2000  population,  and  individual  age  group  rates  are 
adjusted  to  the  specific  age  group.  All  rates  are  reported  per  100,000.  When  cell  counts  are  less  than  5  rates  are  not  calculated 
due  to  statistical  unreliability. 

°Self-inflicted  incidents  are  those  in  which  victims  unintentionally  shot  themselves. 
dAnother-inflicted  incidents  are  those  in  which  victims  were  unintentionally  shot  by  another  person. 
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Figure  13:  Incidence  and  Age-specific  Rates  of  Firearm-related  Injuries  to  San  Francisco 
Residents,  by  Intent  and  Age  Group:  San  Francisco,  1999 

Note:  Age-adjusted  rates  are  standardized  using  the  standard  million  United  States  2000  population,  and  individual  age 
group  rates  are  adjusted  to  the  specific  age  group.  All  rates  are  reported  per  100,000.  When  cell  counts  are  less  than  5 
rates  are  not  calculated  due  to  statistical  unreliability. 


40 


San  Francisco  Firearm  Injury  Reporting  System 


Characteristics  of  Firearm-related  injuries 


Table  7  and  Figure  14  show  that  a  male  resident  was  6  times  more  likely  to  be  a  victim  of  a 
firearm-related  injury  than  a  female  resident.  For  male  victims  aged  20  to  24  years  the  assault 
rate  (128)  was  8  times  greater  than  the  overall  assault  rate  (15)  for  all  age  and  gender  groups.  In 
addition,  the  homicide  rate  for  males  aged  20  to  24  years  (32)  was  over  8  times  the  overall 
homicide  rate  (3.6)  for  all  age  and  gender  groups. 

Table  7:  Intent  of  Fatal  and  Nonfatal  Firearm-related  Injuries,  by  Gender  and  Age 
for  San  Francisco  County  Residents:3  San  Francisco,  1999 


Age  Group 

Overall 

15-19 

20-24 

25-34 

35-44 

45-64 

65+ 

Gender 

Intent 

N 

rate" 

n 

rate 

n 

rate 

n 

rate 

n 

rate 

n 

rate 

n 

rate 

Male 

Overall 

133 

37.4 

20 

112.5 

33 

176.0 

41 

67.5 

21 

25.5 

13 

13.4 

5 

10.4 

Homicide 

23 

5.9 

0 

6 

32.0 

9 

14.8 

4 

2 

2 

- 

Assault 

89 

25.6 

16 

90.0 

24 

128.0 

29 

47.8 

14 

17.0 

6 

6.2 

0 

Suicide 

13 

3.2 

1 

1 

1 

3 

5 

5.2 

2 

Legal  nonfatal 

2 

1 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

Self-inflicted0 

4 

0 

2 

1 

0 

0 

1 

Another- 

inflictedd 

2 

2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Female 

Overall 

20 

6.2 

3 

8 

44.5 

3 

4 

1 

1 

Homicide 

5 

0 

1 

2 

1 

1 

0 

Assault 

12 

4.3 

3 

7 

38.9 

1 

1 

0 

0 

Suicide 

3 

0 

0 

0 

2 

0 

1 

Overall 

Overall 

153 

22.0 

23 

65.9 

41 

111.6 

44 

36.4 

25 

15.8 

14 

7.4 

6 

5.1 

Homicide 

28 

3.6 

0 

7 

19.1 

11 

9.1 

5 

3.2 

3 

2 

Assault 

101 

15.1 

19 

54.4 

31 

84.4 

30 

24.8 

15 

9.5 

6 

3.2 

0 

Suicide 

17 

2.0 

1 

1 

1 

5 

5 

3 

Legal  Nonfatal 

2 

1 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

Self-inflicted 

4 

0 

2 

1 

0 

0 

1 

Another- 

inflicted 

2 

2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Fatal 

All  intents 

44 

5.5 

1 

8 

21.8 

12 

9.9 

10 

6.3 

8 

4.2 

5 

4.2 

Nonfatal 

All  intents 

109 

16.5 

22 

63.0 

33 

89.8 

32 

26.5 

15 

9.5 

6 

3.2 

1 

aThe  overall  rate  represents  an  age-adjusted  rate  and  the  rates  for  individual  age  groups  are  age-specific.  There  was  a  single  assault 
female  victim  that  is  not  included  in  the  table. 

bAge-adjusted  rates  are  standardized  using  the  standard  million  United  States  2000  population,  and  individual  age  group  rates  are 
adjusted  to  the  specific  age  group.  All  rates  are  reported  per  100,000.  When  cell  counts  are  less  than  5  rates  are  not  calculated  due  to 
statistical  unreliability. 

cSelf-inflicted  incidents  are  those  in  which  victims  unintentionally  shot  themselves. 
°Another-inflicted  incidents  are  those  in  which  victims  were  unintentionally  shot  by  another  person. 
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Age-Specific  Rate 

Number  per  100,000 


0-14  15-19  20-24  25-34  35-44  45-64  64+ 

Age  Group 

Figure  14:  Incidence  and  Age-specific  Rates  of  Firearm-related  Injuries  to  San  Francisco 
Residents,  by  Gender  and  Age  Group:  San  Francisco,  1999 

Note:  Age-adjusted  rates  are  standardized  using  the  standard  million  United  States  2000  population,  and  individual  age 
group  rates  are  adjusted  to  the  specific  age  group.  All  rates  are  reported  per  100,000.  When  cell  counts  are  less  than  5 
rates  are  not  calculated  due  to  statistical  unreliability. 


An  African  American  victim  was  almost  17  times  more  likely  to  be  a  victim  of  a  firearm- 
related  injury  than  a  White  victim  (Table  8).  Even  though  the  greatest  number  (30)  of  injuries 
were  experienced  by  African  American  males  aged  25  to  34  years,  African  American  male 
victims  aged  20  to  24  years  had  the  highest  age-specific  rates  of  any  gender,  age,  and 
race/ethnicity  category.  An  African  American  male  aged  20  to  24  years  was  almost  3  times  as 
likely  to  be  a  victim  of  a  firearm-related  injury  than  a  Hispanic  male  of  the  same  age  category. 
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Table  8:  Intent  of  Fatal  and  Nonfatal  Firearm-related  Injuries,  by  Age, 
Race/Ethnicity,  and  Gender  for  San  Francisco  County  Residents:  San  Francisco,  1999 

Age  Group 


Race/ 


Overall 

15-19 

20-24 

25-34 

35-44 

45-64 

65+ 

Gender 

Intent 

N 

rate0 

n  rate 

n  rate 

n 

rate 

n 

rate 

n 

rate 

n 

rate 

Male 

Overall 

78 

201.9 

12  466.2 

17  679.5 

30 

539.9 

12 

177.3 

4 

- 

3 

~ 

Homicide 

14 

37.1 

0 

3 

4 

- 

3 

- 

2 

- 

2 

- 

Assault 

58 

148.2 

10  388.5 

13  519.6 

24 

431.9 

9 

133.0 

2 

~ 

0 

- 

Legal  nonfatal 

2 

- 

1 

0 

1 

- 

0 

- 

0 

-- 

0 

- 

Self-inflicted0 

3 

- 

0 

1 

1 

- 

0 

- 

0 

- 

1 

— 

Another- 

inflictedd 

1 

- 

1 

0 

0 

- 

0 

- 

0 

- 

0 

~ 

Female 

Overall 

10 

26.2 

2 

5  201.5 

0 

- 

2 

- 

1 

- 

0 

— 

Homicide 

2 

- 

0 

0 

0 

- 

1 

- 

1 

- 

0 

— 

Assault 

8 

21.3 

2 

5  201.5 

0 

- 

1 

- 

0 

- 

0 

— 

Overall 

Overall 

88 

112.1 

14  .269.6 

22  441.5 

30 

266.5 

14 

102.7 

5 

30.0 

3 

— 

Homicide 

16 

20.1 

0 

3 

4 

- 

4 

- 

3 

- 

2 

— 

Assault 

66 

84.2 

12  231.1 

18  361.2 

24 

213.2 

10 

73.4 

2 

~ 

0 

— 

Legal  nonfatal 

2 

- 

1 

0 

1 

~ 

0 

- 

0 

-- 

0 

— 

Self-inflicted 

3 

- 

0 

1 

1 

- 

0 

- 

0 

~ 

1 

— 

Another- 

inflicted 

1 

— 

1 

0 

0 

- 

0 

- 

0 

- 

0 

— 

Male 

Overall 

10 

7.9 

1 

3 

2 

~ 

1 

- 

3 

-- 

0 

— 

Homicide 

2 

--  . 

0 

1 

1 

- 

0 

■  -- 

0 

~ 

0 

— 

Assault 

6 

4.8 

1 

2 

1 

- 

1 

- 

1 

— 

0 

— 

Suicide 

2 

- 

0 

0 

0 

— 

0 

— 

2 

- 

0 

— 

Female 

Overall6 

4 

~ 

0 

0 

3 

- 

0 

~ 

0 

- 

0 

.  — 

Homicide 

2 

— 

0 

0 

2 

— 

0 

— 

0 

— 

0 

— 

Assault 

2 

— 

0 

0 

1 

- 

0 

-- 

0 

~ 

0 

— 

Overall 

Overall 

14 

5.3 

1 

3 

5 

11.7 

1 

- 

3 

~ 

0 

— 

Homicide 

4 

~ 

0 

1 

3 

- 

0 

- 

0 

- 

0 

— 

Assault 

8 

3.1 

1 

2 

2 

- 

1 

- 

1 

- 

0 

— 

Suicide 

2 

- 

0 

0 

0 

~ 

0 

~ 

2 

~ 

0 

— 

Male 

Overall 

27 

42.4 

4 

11  270.8 

6 

45.4 

3 

- 

2 

- 

1 

— 

Homicide 

6 

7.4 

0 

2 

4 

- 

0 

- 

0 

~ 

0 

— 

Assault 

16 

26.0 

4 

7  172.3 

2 

- 

2 

- 

1 

- 

0 

— 

Suicide 

4 

- 

0 

1 

0 

- 

1 

~ 

1 

- 

1 

— 

Self-inflicted 

1 

- 

0 

1 

0 

- 

0 

- 

0 

- 

0 

— 

Female 

Overall 

2 

- 

1 

1 

0 

- 

0 

- 

0 

- 

0 

— 

Assault 

2 

- 

1 

1 

0 

- 

0 

- 

0 

- 

0 

— 

Overall 

Overall 

29 

23.7 

5  70.0 

12  152.5 

6 

24.9 

3 

- 

2 

- 

1 

— 

Homicide 

6 

3.9 

0 

2 

4 

- 

0 

- 

0 

- 

0 

— 

Assault 

18 

15.4 

5  70.0 

8  101.7 

2 

- 

2 

- 

1 

~ 

0 

— 

Suicide 

4 

~ 

0 

1 

0 

— 

1 

— 

1 

- 

1 

— 

Self-inflicted 

1 

- 

0 

1 

0 

- 

0 

- 

0 

- 

0 

— 

Male 

Overall 

14 

9.5 

2 

0 

3 

- 

4 

- 

4 

- 

1 

— 

Homicide 

1 

„ 

0 

0 

0 

- 

1 

- 

0 

- 

0 

— 

Assault 

5 

2.6 

0 

0 

2 

1 

2 

0 

— 

Suicide 

7 

4.7 

1 

0 

1 

2 

2 

1 

Another- 

inflicted 

1 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Female 

Overall 

4 

0 

1 

0 

2 

0 

1 

Homicide 

1 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Suicide 

3 

0 

0 

0 

2 

0 

1 

Overall 

Overall 

18 

6.5 

2 

1 

3 

6 

7.5 

4 

2 

Homicide 

2 

0 

1 

0 

1 

0 

0 

Assault 

5 

1.3 

0 

0 

2 

1 

2 

0 

Suicide 

10 

3.0 

1 

0 

1 

4 

2 

2 

Another- 

inflicted 

1 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

African 
American 


Asian 


White 


alf  intent  is  not  listed  within  a  gender  and  race/ethnicity  category,  it  signifies  that  there  were  no  incidents  meeting  that  classification. 
There  were  no  fatal  legal  interventions  with  resident  victims.  The  3  fatalities  resulting  from  legal  intervention  were  nonresidents. 

sAge-adjusted  rates  are  standardized  using  the  standard  million  United.States  2000  population,  and  individual  age  group  rates  are  adjusted  to  the  specific  age 
group.  All  rates  are  reported  per  100,000.  When  cell  counts  are  less  than  5  rates  are  not  calculated  due  to  statistical  unreliability. 
cSelf-inflicted  incidents  are  those  in  which  victims  unintentionally  shot  themselves. 
"Another-inflicted  incidents  are  those  in  which  victims  were  unintentionally  shot  by  another  person. 
"There  was  a  single  Asian  assault  victim  aged  0-14  that  is  included  in  the  overall  counts. 
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Also,  as  shown  in  Tables  7  and  8,  the  overall  firearm  injury  rate  for  African  American  males 
aged  25  to  34  (540)  was  nearly  8  times  greater  than  the  male  overall  rate  for  victims  aged  25  to 
34  (68). 
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Circumstance 

On  what  days  of  the  week  did  firearm  injuries  occur? 

Thirty-seven  percent  (78)  occurred  on  Thursdays  and  Fridays. 

In  what  months  did  firearm  injuries  occur  most  frequently? 

August  and  September  experienced  the  greatest  number  with  29%  (61). 

What  time  of  day  did  most  firearms  injuries  occur? 

Seventy-three  percent  (148)  occurred  between  the  hours  of  6 p.m.  and  6  a.m.,  with  81  occurring 
between  6 p.m.  and  midnight,  and  67  occurring  between  midnight  and  6  a.m. 


What  neighborhoods  had  the  most  shootings? 

Seventeen  percent  (36)  of  all  the  shootings  occurred  in  Bayview /Hunter 's  Point,  followed  by  12%  (26)  1 
in  the  Inner  Mission/Bernal  Heights,  and  12%  (25)  in  the  Western  Addition/ Japantown.  Sixteen 
percent  (10)  of  the  fatal  injuries  occurred  in  the  Ingleside/Excelsior/Crocker  Amazon  neighborhood, 
and  19%)  (28)  of  the  nonfatal  injuries  occurred  in  the  Bayview /Hunter's  Point. 

In  what  neighborhoods  were  youth  under  18  years  old  injured  by  firearms? 

O  f  the  7  youth,  2  lived  in  the  Outer  Richmond,  2  in  the  Inner  Mission/Bernal  Heights;  j 
Ingleside/Excelsior/Crocker  Amazon,  Potrero  Hill,  and  Bay  view/Hunter 's  Point  each  had  one.  \ 

How  far  away  from  home  were  the  victims  when  they  were  shot?  j 

Twenty-eight  percent  (11)  of  all  homicide  victims  lived  at  the  incident  location  and  33%  (45)  of  the  j 
assault  victims  lived  within  1  mile  of  the  incident  location.  j 

How  close  did  the  victim  live  to  the  suspect? 

Of  those  suspects  with  a  known  address  (74),  18%  (13)  lived  at  the  incident  location  and  24%>  (18) 
lived  within  a  mile  of  the  incident  location.  There  were  68  victim-suspect  pairs  where  an  address  was  j 
known  for  both.  Of  these,  21%>  (14)  shared  a  residence  and  9%>  (6)  lived  within  a  mile  of  each  other. 

How  many  victims  were  injured  at  school?  [ 

Zero. 


How  many  shootings  were  reported  as  self-defense? 

None. 
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Circumstances  Surrounding  the  Firearm -related  Incidents 
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Fatal  and  Nonfatal  Firearm-related  Injuries 
Location  and  Time 

Of  the  235  injury  locations  identified,  74%  (130)  of  the  incident  locations  were  on  the  street  and 
21%  (37)  occurred  in  a  house  (Figure  15).  Fourteen  percent  (32)  were  in  the  victim's  residence.  Of 
the  176  incidents,  22%  (38)  occurred  indoors,  and  14%  (25)  occurred  in  public  housing.  Firearm- 
related  injuries  occurred  most  frequently  in  August  (38),  on  Fridays  (40),  and  between  the  hours  of  6 
p.m.  and  midnight  (81)  (Figures  16-18). 
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Figure  15:  Location  of  the  176  Firearm-related  Incidents:  San  Francisco,  1999 

Note:  Two  different  location  types  may  be  coded  for  a  single  incident. 
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Figure  16:  Firearm-related  Injuries,  by  Month:  San  Francisco,  1999  (n=210) 

Note:  There  were  3  injuries  that  occurred  on  unknown  dates. 
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Figure  17:  Firearm-related  Injuries,  by  Day  of  the  Week:  San  Francisco,  1999  (n=210) 

Note:  There  were  3  injuries  that  occurred  on  unknown  dates. 
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Figure  18:  Firearm-related  Injuries,  by  Time  of  Day:  San  Francisco,  1999  (n=204) 

Note:  Nine  injuries  occurred  at  an  unknown  time. 
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Neighborhood  of  Incident 

Figure  19  displays  the  location  of  the  incidents  within  each  zip  code  for  all  of  the  21 1  events.  There 
were  2  incidents  involving  2  victims  occurring  at  unknown  locations. 


Figure  19:  Map  of  the  211  Firearm-related  Injuries:  San  Francisco,  1999 

Note:  There  were  29  points  that  overlapped  with  another  injury  incident.  There  were  2  incidents  involving  2  victims  occurring  at  unknown 
locations.  Included  in  the  21 1  incident  locations  are  2  incidents  where  the  exact  location  was  approximated. 
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Table  9  shows  the  number  of  fatal  and  nonfatal  injury  incidents  by  neighborhood  and  by  zip  code. 
The  greatest  percentage  of  firearm-related  injuries  occurred  in  Bayview/Hunter's  Point  with  17% 
(36),  Inner  Mission/Bernal  Heights  with  12%  (26),  and  the  Western  Addition/Japantown  with  12% 
(25)  (Figure  20).  Fatal  injuries  most  often  occurred  in  Ingleside/Excelsior  with  16%  (10),  Western 
Addition/Japantown  with  14%  (9),  and  Bayview/Hunter's  Point  with  13%  (8).  Nonfatal  injuries 
occurred  most  frequently  in  Bayview/Hunter's  Point  with  19%  (28),  Inner  Mission/Bernal  Heights 
with  15%  (22),  and  in  the  Western  Addition/Japantown  with  11%  (16). 


Table  9:  Location  of  Firearm-related  Injuries,  by 
Neighborhood  and  Zip  Code:3  San  Francisco,  1999 


Overall 

Fatal 

Nonfatal 

Incident  Neighborhood 

Zip  Code 

N=213 

% 

n=64 

% 

n=149 

% 

Hayes  Valley  /  Tenderloin  /  N.  of  Market 

94102 

12 

5.6 

3 

4.7 

9 

6.0 

South  of  Market 

94103 

14 

6.6 

1 

1.6 

13 

8.7 

Potrero  Hill 

94107 

11 

5.2 

2 

3.1 

9 

6.0 

Chinatown 

94108 

1 

0.5 

0 

1 

0.7 

Polk  /  Russian  Hill 

94109 

9 

4.2 

5 

7.8 

4 

2.7 

Inner  Mission  /  Bemal  Heights 

94110 

26 

12.2 

4 

6.3 

22 

14.8 

Telegraph  Hill  /  Embarcaderob 

94105 

5 

2.3 

1 

1.6 

4 

2.7 

Ingleside  /  Excelsior  /  Crocker  Amazon 

94112 

20 

9.4 

10 

15.6 

10 

6.7 

Castro  /  Noe  Valley 

94114 

2 

0.9 

1 

1.6 

1 

0.7 

Western  Addition  /  Japantown 

94115 

25 

11.7 

9 

14.1 

16 

10.7 

Parkside 

94116 

0 

0 

0 

Haight-Ashbury 

94117 

12 

5.6 

4 

6.3 

8 

5.4 

Inner  Richmond 

94118 

2 

0.9 

2 

3.1 

0 

Outer  Richmond 

94121 

4 

1.9 

2 

3.1 

2 

1.3 

Sunset 

94122 

7 

3.3 

3 

4.7 

4 

2.7 

Marina 

94123 

2 

0.9 

2 

3.1 

0 

Bayview  /  Hunter's  Point 

94124 

36 

16.9 

8 

12.5 

28 

18.8 

St.  Francis  Wood  /  Miraloma  Park 

94127 

0 

0 

0 

Twin  Peaks  /  Glen  Park 

94131 

2 

0.9 

0 

2 

1.3 

Lake  Merced 

94132 

8 

3.8 

2 

3.1 

6 

4.0 

North  Beach  /  Chinatown 

94133 

4 

1.9 

2 

3.1 

2 

1.3 

Visitacion  Valley 

94134 

8 

3.8 

2 

3.1 

6 

4.0 

Presidio  / 

94129 

0 

0 

0 

Treasure  Island 

94130 

1 

0.5 

1 

1.6 

0 

Unknown 

99999 

2 

0.9 

0 

0.0 

2 

1.3 

aSource:  San  Francisco  Burden  of  Disease  and  Injury:  Mortality  Analysis,  1990-1995,  SFDPH. 
bZip  codes  94104,  94105,  and  94111  are  included  in  Telegraph  Hill/Embarcadero. 
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Figure  20:  Fatal  and  Nonfatal  Firearm-related  Injuries,  by  Neighborhood:  San  Francisco, 
1999 
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Fifty-five  percent  (85)  of  the  victims  lived  in  the  same  neighborhood  as  the  incident,  and  54%  (29) 
of  the  suspects  with  known  addresses  also  lived  in  the  same  neighborhood  as  the  firearm-related 
incident  (Table  10). 10  When  the  suspect  had  a  known  address,  it  was  found  that  40%  (25)  of  the 
victims  lived  in  the  same  neighborhood  as  the  suspect  (Table  1 1). 


Table  10:  Comparison  of  Firearm-related  Incident 
Location  and  Victim's  and  Suspect's  Residence, 
by  Neighborhood:  San  Francisco,  1999 


Victim/lncidentb 

Suspect/Incident0 

Incident  Neighborhood 

Zip  Code" 

n=154 

n 

/o 

Hayes  Valley  /  Tenderloin  /  N.  of  Market 

94102 

3 

1  9 

o 

South  of  Market 

94103 

o 

Potrero  Hill 

94107 

4 

?  fi 

A 

7  4 

Chinatown 

94108 

n 

Polk  /  Russian  Hill 

94109 

2 

1.3 

o 

Inner  Mission  /  Bernal  Heights 

94110 

11 

7.1 

2 

3.7 

Telegraph  Hill  /  Embarcaderod 

94105 

0 

0 

Ingleside  /  Excelsior  /  Crocker  Amazon 

94112 

12 

7.8 

6 

11.1 

Castro  /  Noe  Valley 

94114 

1 

0.6 

0 

Western  Addition  /  Japantown 

94115 

12 

7.8 

2 

3.7 

Parkside 

94116 

0 

0 

Haight-Ashbury 

94117 

2 

1.3 

0HHN 

1.9 

Inner  Richmond 

94118 

2 

1.3 

0 

Outer  Richmond 

94121 

1 

0.6 

1 

1.9 

Sunset 

94122 

2 

1.9 

0 

Marina 

94123 

2 

1.3 

0 

Bayview  /  Hunter's  Point 

94124 

23 

14.9 

6 

11.1 

St.  Francis  Wood  /  Miraloma  Park 

94127 

0 

0 

Twin  Peaks  /  Glen  Park 

94131 

1 

0.6 

0 

Lake  Merced 

94132 

5 

3.2 

1 

1.9 

North  Beach  /  Chinatown 

94133 

1 

0.6 

3 

5.6 

Visitacion  Valley 

94134 

1 

0.6 

3 

5.6 

Presido/ 

94129 

0 

0 

Treasure  Island 

94130 

0 

0 

Total8 

85 

55.2 

29 

53.7 

"Source:  San  Francisco  Burden  of  Disease  and  Injury:  Mortality  Analysis,  1990-1995,  SFDPH. 
b  For  residents  only,  victim's  residence  was  in  the  same  neighborhood  as  the  incident.  There  were 

2  nonfatal  assault  victims  who  were  injured  at  work  who  used  their  work  address  as  their  place  of 

residence  that  are  not  included. 
c  For  residents  only,  suspect's  residence  was  in  the  same  neighborhood  as  the  incident.  Suspects 

who  were  both  a  victim  and  a  suspect  were  included  in  the  victim  (n=3). 
dZip  codes  94104,  94105,  and  94111  are  included  in  Telegraph  Hill/Embarcadero. 
"There  was  a  single  incident  location  that  was  unknown  that  is  not  included  in  the  total. 
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There  were  6  victims  whose  injuries  occurred  at  a  secondary  place  of  residence;  3  of  these  victims  had  primary 
residences  in  and  3  had  primary  residences  outside  San  Francisco.  Each  of  these  6  injuries  were  coded  as  occurring  at 
the  victim's  residence. 
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Table  1 1 :  Comparison  of  Victim's  and  Suspect's  Residence, 
by  Neighborhood:  San  Francisco,  1999 

Victim/Suspectb 


Incident  Neighborhood 

Zip  Code3 

n=63 

% 

Hayes  Valley  /  Tenderloin  /  N.  of  Market 

94102 

1 

1.6 

South  of  Market 

94103 

0 

Potrero  Hill 

94107 

0 

Chinatown 

94108 

o 

Polk  /  Russian  Hill 

94109 

o 

Inner  Mission  /  Bernal  Heights 
Telegraph  Hill  /  Embarcadero0 

94110 

2 

3.2 

94105 

0 

Ingleside  /  Excelsior  /  Crocker  Amazon 

94112 

8 

12.7 

Castro  /  Noe  Valley 

94114 

0 

Western  Addition  /  Japantown 

94115 

2 

3.2 

Parkside 

94116 

0 

Haight-Ashbury 

94117 

1 

1.6 

Inner  Richmond 

94118 

0 

Outer  Richmond 

94121 

0 

Sunset 

94122 

0 

Marina 

94123 

0 

Bayview  /  Hunter's  Point 

94124 

7 

11.1 

St.  Francis  Wood  /  Miraloma  Park 

94127 

0 

Twin  Peaks  /  Glen  Park 

94131 

0 

Lake  Merced 

94132 

0 

North  Beach  /  Chinatown 

94133 

3 

4.8 

Visitacion  Valley 

94134 

1 

1.6 

Presido/ 

94129 

0 

Treasure  Island 

94130 

0 

Total 

25 

39.7 

aSource:  San  Francisco  Burden  of  Disease  and  Injury:  Mortality  Analysis,  1990- 
1995,  SFDPH. 

Victim  and  Suspect  both  had  residences  in  the  same  neighborhood,  for  victims  and 
suspects  who  were  SF  residents. 
°Zip  codes  94104,  94105,  and  941 1 1  are  included  in  Telegraph  Hill/Embarcadero. 
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Victim's  and  Suspect's  Distance  from  Incident 

Overall,  44%  (92)  of  the  victims  lived  within  1  mile  of  the  incident  location,  with  16%  (33)  living  at 
the  location  of  the  incident  (Table  12,  Figure  21). 

Table  12:  Distance  from  Victim's  Residence  to  Incident, 
by  Outcome:  San  Francisco,  1999 

Overall  Fatal  Nonfatal 


Distance  (miles) 

n=208a 

% 

n=64 

% 

n=144 

% 

0 

33 

15.9 

21 

32.8 

12 

8.3 

Within  1 

59 

28.4 

11 

17.2 

48 

33.3 

1-3 

41 

19.7 

9 

14.1 

32 

22.2 

4-6 

21 

10.1 

4 

6.3 

17 

11.8 

7-9 

12 

5.8 

5 

7.8 

7 

4.9 

10-29 

26 

12.5 

9 

14.1 

17 

11.8 

3(M9 

6 

2.9 

1 

1.6 

5 

3.5 

50-99 

4 

1.9 

2 

3.1 

2 

1.4 

100+ 

1 

0.5 

1 

1.6 

0 

Unknown 

5 

2.4 

1 

1.6 

4 

2.8 

'  Excludes  3  law  enforcement  officers  whose  demographics  were  not 
collected.  Two  nonfalitity  victims  whose  residence  was  reported  as  their  work 
address  are  also  not  included. 
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Figure  21:  Outcome  of  Firearm-related  Incident,  by  Distance  from  Victim's  Residence: 
San  Francisco,  1999  (n=208) 
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There  were  74  suspects  with  known  addresses.  Forty-two  percent  (31)  of  the  suspects  with  known 
addresses  lived  within  a  mile  of  the  incident,  with  18%  (13)  living  at  the  incident  location  (Table  13, 
Figure  22). 


Table  13:  Distance  from  Suspect's  Known  Address  to 
Incident,  by  Outcome:  San  Francisco,  1999 

Overallab  Fatal  Nonfatal 

Distance  (miles)  n=74       %       n=23       %      n=51  % 


0 

Within  1 

1-3 

4-6 

7-9 

10-29 

30-49 

50-99 

100+ 


13 
18 
17 
9 
0 
10 
6 
1 
0 


17.6 
24.3 
23.0 
12.2 

13.5 
8.1 
1.4 


26.1 
8.7 
26.1 
21.7 

13.0 
4.3 


7 
16 
11 
4 
0 
7 
5 
1 
0 


13.7 
31.4 
21.6 
7.8 

13.7 
9.8 
2.0 


a  Legal  intervention  incidents  were  not  included — demographics  were  not 
collected  for  any  of  the  1 0  law  enforcement  officers. 

''There  were  7  individuals  who  were  both  a  victim  and  a  suspect  who  are 
included.  Two  of  these  victims  lived  at  the  incident  location  (both  fatalities),  2 
individuals  involved  in  nonfatality  incidents  lived  less  than  2  miles  from  the 
incident  location,  2  individuals  involved  in  nonfatality  incidents  lived  between 
20  and  90  miles  away,  and  1  individual  involved  in  a  fatality  incident  lived  30 
miles  from  the  incident  location. 
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Figure  22:  Distance  from  Suspect's  Known  Address  to  Firearm-related  Incident  Location: 
San  Francisco,  1999  (n=74) 
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The  distance  between  the  victim's  residence  and  the  suspect's  known  address  ranged  from  less  than 
a  mile  to  over  a  hundred  miles.  Twenty-nine  percent  (20)  of  the  suspects  lived  within  a  mile  of  the 
victim,  and  44%  (30)  lived  between  one  and  6  miles  away  from  the  victim's  residence  (Table  14, 
Figure  23). 


Table  14:  Distance  from  Suspect's  Known  Address  to 
Victim's  Address,  by  Outcome: 
San  Francisco,  1999 


Overall8 

Fatal 

Nonfatal 

Distance  (miles) 

n=68 

% 

n=20 

% 

n=48 

% 

0 

14 

20.6 

9 

45.0 

5 

10.4 

Within  1 

6 

8.8 

1 

5.0 

5 

10.4 

1-3 

20 

29.4 

5 

25.0 

15 

31.3 

4-6 

10 

14.7 

0 

10 

20.8 

7-9 

3 

4.4 

2 

10.0 

1 

2.1 

10-29 

9 

13.2 

2 

10.0 

7 

14.6 

30-49 

3 

4.4 

0 

3 

6.3 

50-99 

2 

2.9 

0 

2 

4.2 

100+ 

1 

1.5 

1 

5.0 

0 

alf  there  were  multiple  suspects  for  a  victim  then  an  average  distance  for 
those  suspects  was  calculated. 
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Figure  23:  Distance  from  Victim's  Address  to  Suspect's  Known  Address: 
San  Francisco,  1999  (n=68) 

Note:  The  addresses  were  compared  for  each  victim-suspect  pair  (if  known).  If  there  were  multiple  suspects  then  the 
average  distance  was  calculated. 
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Incident  by  Precinct 

The  precinct  where  the  initial  report  was  most  often  filed  for  firearm-related  incidents  was  Bayview 
with  26%  (46),  followed  by  Mission  with  18%  (31)  (Figure  24). 
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Figure  24:  Precinct  Where  the  Initial  Firearm-related  Police  Incident  Report  was  Filed: 
San  Francisco,  1999  (N=176) 
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Homicides  and  Assaults 
Location  and  Time 

The  177  firearm-related  homicides  and  assaults  were  classified  in  195  reported  locations.  Of  these 
incident  locations  the  street  provided  the  most  common  setting  for  firearm-related  homicide  and 
assault  injuries — 61%  (23)  of  homicide  incidents  and  93%  (99)  of  assaults  incidents — followed  by  a 
home  with  36%  (10)  of  the  homicide  incidents  and  10%  (1 1)  of  the  assault  incidents  (Figure  25).  In 
26%  (10)  of  the  homicides,  the  incident  occurred  in  the  victim's  residence,  and  8%  (8)  of  the  assault 
incidents  occurred  in  the  victim's  residence.11 


Unknown  j  Assault  n=106 
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Figure  25:  Firearm-related  Homicide  and  Assault  Incidents,  by  Location:  San  Francisco, 
1999 
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"Of  the  40  homicide  victims,  10  victims  were  killed  in  their  own  residence.  Of  the  137  assault  victims,  8  were  injured  in 
their  own  residence,  while  1 1  were  assaulted  at  the  house  or  residence  of  another. 
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Overall,  16%  (23)  of  all  homicide  and  assault  incidents  occurred  at  a  public  housing  location.  There 
were  6  (16%)  homicide  and  17  (16%)  assault  incidents  that  occurred  at  public  housing  locations, 
involving  19%  (33)  of  all  homicide  and  assault  victims  (Table  15). 


Table  15:  Homicides  and  Assaults  Occurring  in 
Public  Housing:  San  Francisco,  1999 

Homicide  Assault 

Incidents          Victims  Incidents  Victims 

 n=38       %     n=40       %  n=106         %      n=137  % 

Yes                           6     15.8        6     15.0  17       16.0          27  19.7 

No                           32     84.2       34     85.0  89       84.0         110  80.3 


Homicide  and  assault  injuries  most  frequently  occurred  in  August  (34),  on  Sundays  (8)  for  homicides 
and  Thursdays  (25)  and  Fridays  (25)  for  assaults,  and  between  the  hours  of  6  p.m.  and  midnight  (70) 
(Figures  26-28). 
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Figure  26:  Firearm-related  Homicide  and  Assault  Incidents,  by  Month:  San  Francisco,  1999 
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Figure  27:  Firearm-related  Homicide  and  Assault  Incidents,  by  Day  of  the  Week: 
San  Francisco,  1999 
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Figure  28:  Firearm-related  Homicide  and  Assault  Incidents,  by  Time  of  Day: 
San  Francisco,  1999 

Note:  There  were  6  assault  injury  incidents  with  unknown  times. 
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Neighborhood  of  Homicide  and  Assault  Incidents 

Figure  29  shows  the  location  of  the  injuries  by  intent,  and  Figures  30  to  33  show  the  location  of 
injuries  by  intent  for  the  4  regions  of  the  County  that  experienced  the  greatest  concentration  of 
firearm  injuries.  Public  housing  sites  are  noted  on  the  maps  to  indicate  the  number  of  shootings 
within  or  near  these  sites. 
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+  Homicide  n=40  ^  Self-inflicted  n=4 

LJ  Assault  n=1 36  Legal  Intervention  n=8 

^  Suicide  n=21  iffi  Single  Public  Housing  Unit 

O  Another-inflicted  n=2  ■  Mulitple  Public  Housing  Units 


Figure  29:  Location  of  the  211  Firearm-related  Injuries,  by  Intent:  San  Francisco,  1999 

Note:  There  was  a  single  assault  incident  with  an  unknown  location  and  a  self-inflicted  injury  incident  with  an  unknown  location.  Self- 
inflicted  incidents  are  those  in  which  victims  unintentionally  shot  themselves.  Another-inflicted  incidents  are  those  in  which  victims  were 
unintentionally  shot  by  another  person. 
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•  All  Victims  n=56 


Figure  30:  Location  of  Firearm-related  Injuries,  by  Intent:  San  Francisco,  1999 

Note:  Another-inflicted  incidents  are  those  in  which  victims  were  unintentionally  shot  by  another  person.  Self-inflicted  incidents 
are  those  in  which  victims  unintentionally  shot  themselves. 
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•  All  Victims  n=50 


Figure  31:  Location  of  Firearm-related  Injuries,  by  Intent:  San  Francisco,  1999 

Note:  Another-inflicted  incidents  are  those  in  which  victims  were  unintentionally  shot  by  another  person.  Self-inflicted  incidents 
are  those  in  which  victims  unintentionally  shot  themselves. 


66 


San  Francisco  Firearm  Injury  Reporting  System 


Circumstance 


+  Homicide  n=9     ^7   Self-inflicted  n=1 
□   Assault  n=32      ^  Legal  Intervention  n=0 
Suicide  n=1        ®  Single  Public  Housing  Unit 

.  .  „.  .  »  w^km  Multiple  Public 
•  Another-mflicted  n=0    H  Hous|ng  Uni(s 

•  All  Victims  n=43 


Figure  32:  Location  of  Firearm-related  Injuries,  by  Intent:  San  Francisco,  1999 

Note:  Another-inflicted  incidents  are  those  in  which  victims  were  unintentionally  shot  by  another  person.  Self-inflicted  incidents  are  those  in 
which  victims  unintentionally  shot  themselves. 
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Figure  33:  Location  of  Firearm-related  Injuries,  by  Intent:  San  Francisco,  1999 

Note:  Another-inflicted  incidents  are  those  in  which  victims  were  unintentionally  shot  by  another  person.  Self-inflicted  incidents  are  those  in  which 
victims  unintentionally  shot  themselves. 
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Figure  34  displays  where  nonresident  and  resident  victims  were  being  injured  by  firearms. 


■"t^*   Nonresident  n=50 

Hi  Resident  n=  153 
Unknown  n=7 
Not  applicable  n=3 


Figure  34:  Firearm-related  Injury  Location,  by  Victim's  Residence  Status:  San  Francisco,  1999 

Note:  There  were  2  points  of  nonresident  injuries  that  overlapped  with  another  injury  incident,  and  similarly  42  points  of  resident  injuries  that 
overlapped.  There  were  5  victims  who  had  an  unknown  residence.  There  was  a  single  nonresident  injury  location  with  an  unknown  location 
and  assault  of  a  resident  with  an  unknown  location  that  are  not  included. 
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Nonresident  Homicide  n=1 1 
•"(^o1   Nonresident  Assault  n=31 


Figure  35:  Firearm-related  Homicide  and  Assault  Incident  Location,  by  Victim's  Residence 
Status:  San  Francisco,  1999 

Note:  There  were  2  nonresident  assault  incidents  that  overlapped  with  another  nonresident  assault  incident. 
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Table  16  and  Figure  36  show  the  number  of  firearm  homicide  and  assault  injuries  by  the  incident 
neighborhood.  Homicide  shooting  incidents  took  place  most  frequently  in  Bayview/Hunter's  Point 
(8),  Ingleside/Excelsior/Crocker  Amazon  (7),  and  the  Western  Addition/Japantown  (7). 

Table  16:  Firearm-related  Homicide,  Assault,  and  Suicide  Injuries, 
by  Neighborhood  of  Incident  and  Intent:  San  Francisco,  1999 

Homicide  Assault  Suicide 


Incident  Neighborhood3 

n=40 

% 

n=137 

% 

n=21 

% 

Bayview  /  Hunter's  Point 

8 

20.0 

27 

19.7 

0 

-- 

Inner  Mission  /  Bernal  Heights 

3 

7.5 

21 

15.3 

1 

4.8 

Western  Addition  /  Japantown 

7 

17.5 

16 

11.7 

2 

9.5 

South  of  Market 

1 

2.5 

13 

9.5 

0 

1 

Hayes  Valley  /  Tenderloin  /  N.  of  Market 

2 

5.0 

9 

6.6 

1 

4.8 

Ingleside  /  Excelsior  /  Crocker  Amazon 

7 

17.5 

7 

5.1 

3 

14.3 

Haight-Ashbury 

3 

7.5 

7 

5.1 

1 

4.8 

Potrero  Hill 

0 

- 

7 

5.1 

1 

4.8 

Lake  Merced 

2 

5.0 

6 

4.4 

0 

Visitacion  Valley 

1 

2.5 

6 

4.4 

1 

4.8 

Polk  /  Russian  Hill 

4 

10.0 

4 

2.9 

1 

4.8 

Sunset 

2 

5.0 

4 

2.9 

1 

4.8 

North  Beach  /  Chinatown 

0 

2 

1.5 

T 

4.8 

Telegraph  Hill  /  Embarcaderob 

0 

2 

1.5 

0 

Twin  Peaks  /  Glen  Park 

0 

2 

1.5 

0 

Outer  Richmond 

0 

1 

0.7 

2 

9.5 

Castro  /  Noe  Valley 

0 

1 

0.7 

"  1 

4.8 

Chinatown 

0 

1 

0.7 

0 

Unknown 

0 

'  '  1  1 

0.7 

0 

Inner  Richmond 

0 

0 

2 

9.5 

Marina 

0 

0 

2 

9.5 

Presidio  /  Treasure  Island 

0 

0 

1 

4.8 

Parkside 

0 

0 

0 

St.  Francis  Wood  /  Miraloma  Park 

0 

0 

0 

"Source:  San  Francisco  Burden  of  Disease  and  Injury:  Mortality  Analysis,  1990-1995,  SFDPH. 
bZip  codes  94104,  94105,  and  94111  are  included  in  Telegraph  Hill/Embarcadero. 
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Presidio  /  Treasure  Island 
St.  Francis  Wood  /  Miraloma  Park 
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Parkside 
Unknown  , 
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North  Beach  /  Chinatown 
Twin  Peaks  /  Glen  Park 
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Sunset 
Polk  /  Russian  Hill 
Visitacion  Valley 
Lake  Merced 
Haight-Ashbury 
Ingleside  /  Excelsior  /  Crocker  Amazon 

Potrero  Hill 

Hayes  Valley  /  Tenderloin  /  N.  of  Market 
South  of  Market 
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Figure  36:  Firearm-related  Homicide  and  Assault  Injuries,  by  Neighborhood  of 
Incident:  San  Francisco,  1999 
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Of  the  victims  who  were  SF  residents,  61%  (17)  of  the  homicide  victims  resided  in  the  same 
neighborhood  as  the  incident,  as  did  51%  (52)  of  the  assault  victims  (Table  17).  And  of  the  suspects 
who  were  SF  residents,  33%  (6)  of  the  homicide  suspects  lived  in  the  same  neighborhood  as  the 
incident,  as  did  62%  (21)  of  the  assault  suspects  (Table  18). 


Table  17:  Firearm-related  Homicide,  Assault,  and  Suicide 
Injuries,  Comparing  Neighborhood  of  Incident  with 


Victim's 

Residence: 

San  Francisco, 

1999 

Victim  to 

Incident 

Victim  to  Incident 

Victim  to  Incident 

Homicide 

Assault 

Suicide 

Neighborhood3 

n=28 

% 

n=102 

% 

n=16 

% 

Bayview  /  Hunter's  Point 

3 

10.7 

19 

18.6 

0 

— 

Inner  Mission  /  Bernal  Heights 

2 

7.1 

8 

7.8 

1 

6.3 

Western  Addition  /  Japantown 

3;... 

10.7 

9 

8.8 

0 

— 

South  of  Market 

0 

— 

0 

.  — 

0 

— 

Hayes  Valley  /  Tenderloin  /  N.  of  Market 

0 

— 

3 

2.9 

0 

— 

Ingleside  /  Excelsior  /  Crocker  Amazon 

5 

17.9 

3 

2.9 

2 

12.5 

Haight-Ashbury 

1 

3.6 

0 

- 

0 

- 

Potrero  Hill 

0 

3 

2.9 

0 

Lake  Merced 

:  i 

3.6 

4 

3.9 

0 

Visitacion  Valley 

0 

0 

1 

6.3 

Polk  /  Russian  Hill 

1 

3.6 

0 

1 

6.3 

Sunset 

1 

3.6 

1 

1.0 

0 

North  Beach  /  Chinatown 

0 

1 

1.0 

0 

Telegraph  Hill  /  Embarcadero0 

0 

0 

0 

Twin  Peaks  /  Glen  Park 

0 

'V 

1.0 

0 

Outer  Richmond 

0 

0 

1 

6.3 

Castro  /  Noe  Valley 

0 

0 

1" 

6.3 

Chinatown 

0 

0 

0 

Unknown 

0 

0 

0 

Inner  Richmond 

0 

0 

2 

12.5 

Marina 

0 

0 

2 

12.5 

Presidio  /  Treasure  Island 

0 

0 

0 

Parkside 

0 

0 

0 

St.  Francis  Wood  /  Miraloma  Park 

0 

0 

0 

Total 

17 

60.7 

52 

51.0 

11 

68.8 

aSource:  San  Francisco  Burden  of  Disease  and  Injury:  Mortality  Analysis,  1990-1995,  SFDPH. 
Victims  were  San  Francisco  residents  only  and  their  place  of  residence  was  in  the  same  neighborhood  as  the 
incident. 

cZip  codes  94104,  94105,  and  941 1 1  are  included  in  Telegraph  Hill/Embarcadero. 
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Table  18:  Firearm-related  Homicide  and  Assault  Injuries, 
Comparing  Neighborhood  of  Incident  with  Suspect's  Residence: 

San  Francisco,  1999 


Suspect  to  Incident 
Homicide" 


Suspect  to  Incident 
Assault 


Incident  Neiahborhood3 

n=18 

% 

n=34 

% 

Bayview  /  Hunter's  Point 

2 

11.1 

4 

11.8 

Inner  Mission  /  Bernal  Heights 

0 

2 

5.9 

Western  Addition  /  Japantown 

1 

5.6 

1 

2.9 

South  of  Market 

0 

0 

Hayes  Valley  /  Tenderloin  /  N.  of  Market 

0 

0 

Ingleside  /  Excelsior  /  Crocker  Amazon 

1 

5.6 

4 

11.8 

Haight-Ashbury 

1 

5.6 

0 

Potrero  Hill 

0 

4 

11.8 

Lake  Merced 

0 

1 

2.9 

Visitacion  Valley 

1 

5.6 

2 

5.9 

Polk  /  Russian  Hill 

0 

0 

Sunset 

0 

0 

North  Beach  /  Chinatown 

0 

3 

8.8 

Telegraph  Hill  /  Embarcaderoc 

0 

0 

Twin  Peaks  /  Glen  Park 

0 

0 

Outer  Richmond 

0 

0 

Castro  /  Noe  Valley 

0 

0 

Chinatown 

0 

0 

Unknown 

0 

0 

Inner  Richmond 

0 

0 

Marina 

0 

0 

Presidio  /  Treasure  Island 

0 

0 

Parkside 

0 

0 

St.  Francis  Wood  /  Miraloma  Park 

0 

0 

Total 

6 

33.3 

21 

61.8 

aSource:  San  Francisco  Burden  of  Disease 

and  Injury:  Mortality  Analysis,  1990-1995, 

SFDPH. 

bSuspects  who  were  residents  of  San  Francisco.  Suspect's  residence  was  in  the  same 

neighborhood  as  the  incident. 
°Zip  codes  94104,  94105,  and  941 1 1  are  included  in  Telegraph  Hill/Embarcadero. 
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Victim's  and  Suspect's  Distance  from  Homicide  and  Assault  Incidents 

Forty-three  percent  (17)  of  the  homicide  victims  lived  within  a  mile  of  the  incident,  with  1 1  of  these 
homicide  victims  (28%)  living  at  the  incident  location  (Table  19).  Forty-one  percent  (56)  of  the 
assault  victims  lived  within  a  mile  of  the  incident  location,  with  8%  (11)  living  at  the  incident 
location  (Figure  37). 


Table  19:  Distance  from  Victim's  Residence  to  Incident  Location,  by  Intent:  San  Francisco,  1999 

Legal  Legal 
Intervention     Intervention         Self-  Another- 


Overall3 

Homicide 

Assault 

Suicide 

fatal 

nonfatal 

inflicted" 

inflicted0 

Miles 

N=213 

% 

n=40 

% 

n=137 

% 

n=21 

% 

n=3 

% 

n=5  % 

n=5  % 

n=2 

% 

0 

33 

15.5 

11 

27.5 

11 

8.0 

10 

47.6 

0 

1  20.0 

0 

0 

Within  1 

59 

27.7 

6 

15.0 

45 

32.8 

5 

23.8 

0 

0 

2  40.0 

1 

50.0 

1-3 

41 

19.2 

7 

17.5 

28 

20.4 

2 

9.5 

0 

1  20.0 

2  40.0 

1 

50.0 

4-6 

21 

9.9 

4 

10.0 

17 

12.4 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

7-9 

12 

5.6 

5 

12.5 

7 

5.1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

10-29 

26 

12.2 

5 

12.5 

17 

12.4 

2 

9.5 

2 

66.7 

0 

0 

0 

30-49 

6 

2.8 

0 

5 

3.6 

0 

1 

33.3 

0 

0 

0 

50-99 

4 

1.9 

0 

2 

1.5 

2 

9.5 

0 

0 

0 

0 

100+ 

1 

0.5 

1 

2.5 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Unknown 

10 

4.7 

1 

2.5 

5 

3.6 

0 

0 

3*  60.0 

1  20.0 

0 

aThere  were  3  law  enforcement  officers  whose  demographics  were  not  collected,  and  there  were  2  assault  victims  who  used  their  work 

addresses  as  their  place  of  residence  which  were  coded  as  unknown. 
bSelf-inflicted  incidents  are  those  in  which  victims  unintentionally  shot  themselves. 
°Another-inflicted  incidents  are  those  in  which  victims  were  unintentionally  shot  by  another  person. 
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Figure  37:  Firearm-related  Homicide  and  Assault  Incidents,  by  Distance  from  Victim's 
Residence  to  Incident  Location:  San  Francisco,  1999 
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Forty-one  percent  (29)  of  the  suspects  involved  in  a  homicide  or  an  assault  who  had  a  known  address 
lived  within  a  mile  of  the  incident  (Table  20). 


Table  20:  Distance  from  Suspect's  Residence  to 
Incident  Location,  by  Intent:  San  Francisco,  1999 

Legal 
Intervention 


Homicide 

Assault 

fatal 

Another-inflicted" 

Miles 

n=22 

% 

n=49 

% 

n=1 

% 

n=2 

% 

0 

6 

27.3 

5 

10.2 

0 

2 

100.0 

Within  1 

2 

9.1 

16 

32.7 

0 

0 

1-3 

6 

27.3 

11 

22.4 

0 

0 

4-6 

5 

22.7 

4 

8.2 

0 

0 

7-9 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 0-29 

3 

13.6 

7 

14.3 

0 

0 

30-49 

0 

5 

10.2 

1 

100.0 

0 

50-99 

0 

1 

2.0 

0 

0 

100+ 

0 

0 

0 

0 

aAnother-inflicted  incidents  are  those  in  which  victims  were  unintentionally  shot  by  another 
person. 


The  distance  from  the  homicide  victim's  place  of  residence  to  the  suspect's  place  of  residence  (if 
known)  ranged  from  less  than  a  mile  to  over  100  miles.  As  shown  in  Table  21  and  in  Figure  38,  27% 
(18)  of  the  suspects  with  a  known  address  lived  within  a  mile  of  the  victim's  place  of  residence. 
Forty- four  percent  (8)  of  the  suspects  involved  in  a  homicide  lived  within  a  mile  of  the  victim.  For 
those  suspects  where  an  address  was  known  it  was  the  same  as  the  victim's  in  39%  (7)  of  the 
homicides  and  in  11%  (5)  of  the  assaults. 


Table  21 :  Distance  Between  Suspect's  and  Victim's 
Residence,  by  Intent:  San  Francisco,  1999 

Another- 

Overall  Homicide3  Assault  inflictedb 


Miles 

n=66 

% 

n=18 

% 

n=46 

% 

n=2 

% 

0 

12 

18.2 

7 

38.9 

5 

10.9 

0 

Within  1 

6 

9.1 

1 

5.6 

4 

8.7 

1 

50.0 

1-3 

20 

30.3 

5 

27.8 

14 

30.4 

1 

50.0 

4-6 

10 

15.2 

0 

10 

21.7 

0 

7-9 

3 

4.5 

2 

11.1 

1 

2.2 

0 

10-29 

9 

13.6 

2 

11.1 

7 

15.2 

0 

30-49 

3 

4.5 

0 

3 

6.5 

0 

50-99 

2 

3.0 

0 

2 

4.3 

0 

100+ 

1 

1.5 

1 

5.6 

0 

0 

aSuspects  who  were  involved  in  a  murder-suicide  are  not  included. 
bAnother-inflicted  incidents  are  those  in  which  victims  were  unintentionally  shot  by  another 
person. 
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Figure  38:  Firearm-related  Homicide  and  Assault  Incidents,  by  Distance  from 
Victim's  Residence  to  Suspect's  Known  Residence:  San  Francisco,  1999 

Note:  If  multiple  suspects  were  involved,  the  average  distance  to  the  suspects'  known  residences  was  calculated. 
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Homicide  and  Assault  by  Precinct 

As  Figure  39  shows,  the  Bayview  Station  Precinct  experienced  29%  (41)  of  all  homicide  and  assault 
incidents,  followed  by  19%  (28)  at  Mission,  and  1 1%  (16)  at  Taraval. 


Figure  39:  Firearm-related  Homicide  and  Assault  Incidents,  by  Precinct  Reported: 
San  Francisco,  1999 
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Suicides 
Location  and  Time 

Suicides  were  most  frequent  in  the  summer  (6)  and  fall  (6),  with  almost  57%  of  all  suicides 
occurring  during  these  seasons.  There  were  no  suicides  in  the  months  of  January,  April  and  June. 
They  most  often  occurred  on  Tuesdays  and  Wednesdays  (10).  Suicides  occurred  in  periods  spread 
evenly  throughout  the  day.  Sixty-two  percent  (13)  of  the  suicides  occurred  indoors  with  62%  (13) 
occurring  at  the  person's  place  of  residence  (3  of  these  residences  were  secondary  residences). 
Ingleside/Excelsior/Crocker  Amazon  (3)  experienced  the  greatest  number  of  suicides  (Figure  40). 


Bayview  /  Hunter's  Point 
St.  Francis  Wood  /  Miraloma  Park 
Parkside 
Unknown 
Chinatown 
Twin  Peaks  /  Glen  Park 
Telegraph  Hill  /  Embarcadero 
Lake  Merced 
South  of  Market 
Presidio  /  Treasure  Island 
Castro  /  Noe  Valley 
North  Beach  /  Chinatown 
Sunset 
Polk  /  Russian  Hill 
Visitacion  Valley 
Potrero  Hill 
Haight-Ashbury 
Hayes  Valley  /  Tenderloin  /  N.  of  Market 
Inner  Mission  /  Bernal  Heights 
Marina 
Inner  Richmond 
Outer  Richmond 
Western  Addition  /  Japantown 
Ingleside  /  Excelsior  /  Crocker  Amazon 


6         8  10 
Percent 


12 


14 


16 


Figure  40:  Neighborhood  of  Firearm-related  Suicide  Injuries:  San  Francisco, 
1999  (n=21) 
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Suicide  Victims'  Distance  from  the  Incident 

Almost  71%  (15)  of  the  victims  lived  less  than  a  mile  from  the  suicide  incident  location.  There  were 
2  victims  who  lived  between  10  and  30  miles  away,  and  2  suicide  victims  who  lived  between  50  and 
100  miles  away  from  the  incident  (Table  19). 

Suicide  by  Precinct 

The  precinct  where  the  suicide  report  was  most  often  filed  was  the  Northern  (5)  and  Richmond 
Station  (4). 
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Demographics  of  Fatalities 

Information  on  employment  status,  education  level,  veteran's  status,  marital  status,  and  state  or 
country  of  birth  was  obtained  from  the  victims'  death  certificates.  These  data  points  are  only 
routinely  collected  on  the  death  certificate,  and  are  not  available  consistently  for  nonfatality 
victims.  Of  the  fatality  victims,  73%  (47)  were  employed,  including  57%  (12)  of  the  suicide  victims, 
80%  (32)  of  the  homicide  victims,  and  all  3  of  the  victims  of  a  legal  intervention  (Figure  41). 
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Figure  41 :  Intent  of  Firearm-related  Fatality  Incidents,  by  Victim's  Employment 
Status:  San  Francisco,  1999 


San  Francisco  Firearm  Injury  Reporting  System 


81 


Circumstance 

Education 

Overall,  59%  (38)  of  the  victims  had  an  education  level  between  the  7th  and  12th  grade.  Fifty-two 
percent  (1 1)  of  the  suicide  victims  had  1  or  more  years  of  college,  while  only  30%  (12)  of  the 
homicide  victims  had  an  education  level  above  the  12th  grade.  All  3  of  the  legal  intervention  victims 
had  an  education  level  ranging  from  the  10th  to  the  12th  grade  (Figure  42). 
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Figure  42:  Intent  of  Firearm-related  Fatality  Incidents,  by  Victim's 
Education  Level:  San  Francisco,  1999 
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Military  and  Marital  Status 

Overall,  1 1%  (7)  of  the  victims  had  served  in  the  military  (Figure  43).  Fifty-two  percent  (33)  of  the 
victims  were  never  married  (Figure  44),  and  28%  (18)  of  the  victims  were  married  at  the  time  of  the 
incident. 


Figure  43:  Intent  of  Firearm-related  Fatality  Incidents,  by  Victim's  Military 
Service:  San  Francisco,  1999 
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Figure  44:  Intent  of  Firearm-related  Fatality  Incidents,  by  Victim's  Marital  Status: 
San  Francisco,  1999 
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Foreign-born 

Thirty-one  percent  (20)  of  all  victims  were  bora  outside  of  the  United  States — 38%  (8)  of  all  suicide 
victims,  28%  (1 1)  of  all  homicide  victims,  and  1  of  the  legal  intervention  victims  (Figure  45).  There 
were  8  suicide  victims  who  were  foreign-born:  one  each  from  Cuba,  El  Salvador,  England, 
Malaysia,  Mexico,  Nicaragua,  and  2  from  the  Philippines.  There  were  1 1  homicide  victims  who 
were  also  foreign-born:  one  each  from  Korea,  Mexico,  Nigeria,  Portugal,  Vietnam,  and  3  each  from 
El  Salavador  and  the  Philippines.  A  single  fatal  legal  intervention  victim  who  was  born  in  Vietnam. 
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Figure  45:  Intent  of  Firearm-related  Fatality  Incidents,  by  Victim's  Place  of  Birth: 
San  Francisco,  1999 


San  Francisco  Firearm  Injury  Reporting  System 


85 


Circumstance 


86  San  Francisco  Firearm  Injury  Reporting  System 


Motivation 


Motivation 

How  often  was  the  shooting  incident  gang-related? 

Twenty  percent  (35)  of  the  victims  involved  in  a  homicide  and/or  assault  incident  were  injured  as  a 
result  of  gang-related  violence. 

How  often  was  the  shooting  incident  drug-related? 

Ten  percent  (18)  of  the  victims  involved  in  homicide  and/or  assault  incidents  were  injured  in  incidents 
in  which  drugs  were  a  factor. 

How  often  was  the  shooting  incident  related  to  a  robbery? 

Twelve  percent  (22)  of  the  victims  involved  in  a  homicide  and/or  assault  incident  were  injured  as  a 
result  of  a  robbery. 

How  often  did  the  homicide  or  assault  victim  know  the  suspect? 

Fifty-five  percent  (87)  of  the  victims  identified  the  suspect  as  someone  they  knew. 

What  proportion  of  homicide  or  assault  shootings  were  random  events? 

Ten  percent  (18)  of  the  victims  injured  in  a  homicide  and/or  assault  incident  reported  that  they  were 
bystanders  and/or  the  unintended  victim. 

Are  victims  being  shot  by  someone  of  their  own  race/ethnicity? 

Fifty-six  percent  (52)  of  the  incidents  involved  victim  and  suspect  pairs  of  the  same  race/ethnicity. 
Are  victims  being  shot  by  someone  their  own  age? 

Sixty-three  percent  (113)  of  the  homicide  and  assault  victims  were  within  10  years  of  age  of  the 
suspect.  Victims  who  were  older  than  the  suspect  were  2.3  times  as  often  to  be  injured  by  a  stranger 
than  victims  who  were  younger  than  the  suspect. 

How  many  firearm-related  domestic  violence  incidents  were  there? 

There  were  5  fatal  and  1  nonfatal  incidents  that  were  identified  as  domestic  violence.  In  two  of  the 
incidents  children  were  present  and  in  one  of  the  incidents  children  were  threatened. 

What  were  the  reported  circumstances  underlying  the  suicide  incidents? 

Ten  of  the  21  suicide  victims  reported  depression,  8  reported  having  a  serious  physical  illness,  and  5 
victims  were  in  treatment  for  mental  disorders. 
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Motivation  for  the  Incident 

Fatal  and  Nonfatal  Firearm-related  Injuries 
Victim-Suspect  Relationship 

Of  the  incidents  in  which  the  nature  of  any  victim- suspect  relationship  was  known  (not  including 
law  enforcement),  the  victim(s)  reportedly  knew  the  suspect(s)  in  56%  (89)  of  the  firearm-related 
injuries,  and  in  the  remaining  44%  (70)  of  incidents  involving  known  relationships  the  victim(s) 
reported  that  the  suspect(s)  was  a  stranger  (Table  22,  Figure  46). 


Table  22:  Victim-Suspect  Relationship,  by  Incident 
Outcome:3  San  Francisco,  1999 


Overall 

Fatal 

Nonfatal 

Relationship 

n=313 

% 

n=73 

% 

n=240 

% 

Identified" 

89 

56.0 

19 

57.6 

70 

55.6 

Intimate  partner 

4 

1.3 

3 

4.1 

1 

0.4 

Spouse 

1 

0.3 

0 

1 

0.4 

Ex-spouse 

2 

0.6 

2 

2.7 

0 

Girlfriend 

1 

0.3 

1 

1.4 

0 

Family 

10 

3.2 

5 

6.8 

5 

2.1 

Parent 

4 

1.3 

1 

1.4 

3 

1.3 

In-law 

1 

0.3 

0 

1 

0.4 

Step-parent 

1 

0.3 

1 

1.4 

0 

Other  family  member 

4 

1.3 

3 

4.1 

1 

0.4 

Acquaintance 

75 

24.0 

11 

15.1 

64 

26.7 

Acquaintance 

25 

8.0 

6 

8.2 

19 

7.9 

Gang 

26 

8.3 

4 

5.5 

22 

9.2 

Other  person  known  to  victim 

21 

6.7 

1 

1.4 

20 

8.3 

Friend 

2 

0.6 

0 

2 

0.8 

Current  or  former  work 

1 

0.3 

0 

1 

0.4 

Stranqer 

70 

22.4 

14 

19.2 

56 

23.3 

Law  enforcement 

14 

4.5 

8 

10.9 

6 

2.5 

Shooter  was  law  enforcement  officer 

10 

3.2 

8 

10.9 

2 

0.8 

Victim  was  law  enforcement  officer  shot  on  duty 

4 

1.3 

0 

4 

1.7 

Unknown 

140 

44.7 

32 

43.8 

108 

45.0 

aEach  victim  could  report  up  to  two  relationships  for  each  suspect. 

"The  denominator  used  for  the  calculation  of  identified  relationship  is  the  n  minus  the  number  of  unknowns 
and  law  enforcement  relationships,  for  overall  n=159,  fatal  n=33,  nonfatal  n=126. 
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Figure  46:  Firearm-related  Incident  Outcome,  by  Victim-Suspect  Collapsed 
Relationship:  San  Francisco,  1999 
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Age  Difference  Between  the  Victim  and  Suspect 

Figure  47  shows  the  age  differences  between  the  victim  and  suspect  in  the  1 82  fatal  and  nonfatal 
firearm-related  injuries  where  the  suspect  had  a  reported  age.  The  area  between  the  dashed  and 
dotted  lines  of  the  figure  shows  that  63%  (1 15)  of  the  victims  were  within  10  years  of  the 
corresponding  suspect's  age;  and  3%  (5)  of  the  victims  were  the  same  age  as  the  corresponding 
suspect.  Thirty  percent  (55)  of  these  victim-suspect  pairs  consisted  of  victims  who  were  10  or 
more  years  older  than  the  suspect,  while  7%  (12)  of  these  victims  were  10  or  more  years  younger 
than  the  suspect.  In  56%  (102)  of  the  cases,  the  victim  and  suspect  were  both  30  years  of  age  or 
less. 


Suspect's  Age 


Victim's  Age 

Figure  47:  Age  Difference  Between  Victim  and  Suspect  with  a 
Known  Age:  San  Francisco,  1999  (n=182) 

Note:  There  were  116  suspects  for  whom  the  age  was  unknown.  Legal  intervention 
incidents  and  those  victim-suspect  pairs  who  were  both  a  victim  and  a  suspect 
were  not  included. 


San  Francisco  Firearm  Injury  Reporting  System 


91 


Motivation 


Of  the  victims  who  were  younger  than  the  corresponding  suspect  and  where  a  relationship  could 
be  identified,  73%  (30)  knew  the  suspect.  Of  these  victims,  10%  (7)  identified  the  suspect  as  a 
family  member  or  intimate  partner,  and  33%  (23)  of  the  victims  reported  that  they  were 
otherwise  acquainted  with  the  suspect.  Of  the  victims  who  were  older  than  the  suspect,  40%  (34) 
of  the  victims  reported  that  they  knew  the  suspect  and  60%  (52)  of  the  victims  reported  that  the 
suspect  was  a  stranger.  Victims  who  were  older  than  the  suspect  were  injured  by  a  stranger  2.3 
times  as  often  as  victims  who  were  younger  than  the  suspect  (Table  23). 

Table  23:  Victim-Suspect  Relationship  for  those  Pairs 
Where  the  Suspect's  Age  was  Known, 
by  Relationship  in  Ages:  San  Francisco,  1999 


Victim  younger  than 

Victim  older  than 

suspect 

suspect 

n=70 

% 

n=107 

% 

Identified 

30 

73.2 

34 

39.5 

Intimate  partner 

3 

4.3 

0.9 

Spouse 

1 

1.4 

0 

Ex-spouse 

1 

1.4 

1 

0.9 

Girlfriend 

1 

1.4 

0 

Family 

4 

5.7 

6 

5.6 

Parent 

0 

4 

3.7 

In-law 

0 

1 

0.9 

Step-parent 

0 

1 

0.9 

Other  family  member 

4 

5.7 

0 

Acquaintance 

23 

32.9 

27 

25.2 

Acquaintance 

8 

11.4 

11 

10.3 

Gang 

5 

7.1 

8 

7.5 

Other  person  known  to  victim 

8 

11.4 

8 

7.5 

Friend 

1 

1.4 

0 

Current  or  former  worker 

1 

1.4 

0 

Stranqer 

11 

15.7 

52 

48.6 

Unknown 

29 

41.4 

21 

19.6 

""Denominator  used  for  identified  relationships  is  the  n  minus  the  unknowns: 
vounqer  victim  n=41  and  older  victim  n=86.  ^^^stMPitKHw^igiBiHtijiij^tiij^i^i^^i^^^^ii^^^jtiiiigmc^gm^j^jj^^i^^i.i^ji.i^i^ 

Homicides  and  Assaults 

Violent  Homicide  and  Assault  Circumstances  Leading  to  the  Firearm-related  Incident 

Forty-three  percent  (76)  of  the  homicide  and  assault  injuries  were  the  result  of  an  interpersonal 
conflict.  Forty-three  percent  (17)  of  the  homicide  victims  were  killed  as  a  result  of  an  argument, 
15%  (6)  were  killed  as  a  result  of  felony-type  circumstances  including  robbery  and  suspected 
drug  circumstances,  and  10%  (4)  of  the  victims  were  killed  as  a  result  of  gang-related  violence 
(Table  24,  Figure  48).  Figure  49  shows  the  major  categories  of  circumstances  for  homicides  and 
assaults.  Forty  percent  (55)  of  assault  victims  were  injured  as  a  result  of  an  interpersonal  conflict, 
23%  (31)  were  injured  due  to  gang-related  violence,  and  19%  (26)  of  the  victims  were  injured 
due  to  felony-type  of  circumstances,  including  13%  (18)  due  to  a  robbery,  and  9%  (12)  with  a 
suspected  drug  circumstance. 
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Table  24:  Circumstances  of  Assaultive  Incidents, 
by  Incident  Intent:  San  Francisco,  1999 


Overall 

Homicide 

Assault 

Violent  Circumstance 

N=177 

% 

n=40 

% 

n=137 

% 

interpersonal,  non-felonv~tvD© 

76 

43.0 

21 

52.5 

55 

40.1 

Argument  or  conflict  over  drugs 

4 

2.3 

o 

4 

2.9 

All  nthpr  intprnpr^nnal  arnumpnte 

/XII  Va/ll  Ivl    II  llvl  Uul  uvl  IQI  CI  1  V-j     1  1  Ivl  1  tO 

59 

33.3 

17 

42.5 

42 

30.7 

Intimatp  nartnpr 

II  1  til  1  1  CJ  I1— <    L/UI  11  Ivl 

5 

2.8 

3 

7.5 

2 

1.5 

Brawl  due  to  the  influence  of  alcohol 

1 

0.6 

2.5 

o 

Brawl  due  to  the  influence  of  narcotics 

1 

0.6 

0 

1 

0.7 

Other  brawl 

6 

3.4 

o 

6 

4.4 

vj cii im  iciaivu 

35 

19.8 

4 

10  0 

11 
o  i 

22  6 

RvQtanHpr  ^ninpr  unintpnripri  victim 

18 

10.2 

1 

2.5 

17 

12.4 

Sniper  attack 

1 

0.6 

0 

1 

0.7 

Bystander 

17 

9.6 

1 

2.5 

16 

11.7 

Felonv-tvpe  or  suspected  felonv-tvpe 

32 

18.1 

6 

15.0 

26 

19.0 

Rape 

1 

0.6 

0 

1 

0.7 

Robbery 

22 

12.4 

4 

10.0 

18 

13.1 

Burglary 

2 

1.1 

0 

2 

1.5 

Prostitution 

1 

0.6 

0 

1 

0.7 

Arson 

1 

0.6 

1 

2.5 

0 

Suspected  felony  type 

1 

0.6 

1 

2.5 

0 

Narcotic  drug  law 

3 

1.7 

0 

3 

2.2 

Intervener  assaulted  while  aiding  crime  victim 

1 

0.6 

0 

1 

0.7 

Other 

85 

48.0 

27 

67.5 

58 

42.3 

Other 

75 

42.4 

21 

52.5 

54 

39.4 

Unspecified  drug  related 

10 

5.6 

6 

15.0 

4 

2.9 

Unknown 

23 

13.0 

2 

5.0 

21 

15.3 

Note:  Multiple  circumstances  may  be  reported  for  each  victim. 

All  drug  circumstances  are  underlined  (4+1+3+4=12  for  assault,  6  for  homicide  for  a  total  of  18). 
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Figure  48:  Intent  of  Assaultive  Incident,  by  Circumstance  of  Incident:  San  Francisco, 
1999 
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Figure  49:  Intent  of  Assaultive  Incident,  According  to  Major  Categories  of 
Incident  Circumstances:  San  Francisco,  1999 
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Victim-Suspect  Relationship  in  Homicide  and  Assault  Injuries 

There  were  33  (51%)  firearm-related  homicides  in  which  the  victim-suspect  relationships  were 
identified.  Of  these  homicide  cases  with  identified  relationships,  58%  (19)  of  the  victims  knew 
the  suspect,  and  in  the  remaining  cases  the  victim  and  suspect  were  identified  to  be  strangers 
(Table  25,  Figure  50).  In  55%  (68)  of  the  assaults  the  victims  could  identify  the  suspect  as 
someone  they  knew. 

Table  25:  Victim-Suspect  Relationships  for  Firearm- 
related  Homicide  and  Assault  Injuries: 
San  Francisco,  1999 


Homicide 

Assault 

Relationship 

n=65 

% 

n=230 

% 

Identified3 

19 

57.6 

68 

54.8 

Intimate  partner 

3 

4.6 

HHHi 

0.4 

Spouse 

0 

1 

0.4 

Ex-spouse 

2 

3.1 

0 

Girlfriend 

1 

15 

0 

Family 

5 

7.7 

5 

2.2 

Parent 

.J.  ■ 

1.5 

3 

1.3 

In-law 

0 

H 

0.4 

Step-parent 

1 

1.5 

0 

Other  family  member 

3 

4.6 

1 

0.4 

Acquaintance 

11 

16.9 

62 

27.0 

Acquaintance 

6 

9.2 

19 

8.3 

Gang 

4 

6.2 

22 

9.6 

Other  person  known  to  victim 

1 

1.5 

20 

8.7 

Friend 

0 

0 

Current  or  former  work 

0 

1 

0.4 

Stranqer 

14 

21.5 

56 

24.3 

Unknown 

32 

49.2 

106 

46.1 

aThe  denominator  used  for  the  calculation  of  identified  relationship  is  the 
n  minus  the  number  of  unknowns,  homicide  n=33,  assault  n=124. 
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Figure  50:  Victim-Suspect  Relationships  for  Firearm-related  Homicide  and 
Assault  Injuries:  San  Francisco,  1999 
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As  Table  26  and  Figure  5 1  show,  of  the  27  male  homicide  victims  with  a  known  victim-suspect 
relationship,  52%  (14)  knew  the  suspect  and  the  remaining  48%  (13)  were  known  to  be  strangers 
to  the  corresponding  suspects.  In  contrast,  of  the  6  female  homicide  victims  who  had  a  known 
victim-suspect  relationship,  83%  (5)  knew  the  suspect. 


Table  26:  Victim-Suspect  Relationships  in  Firearm-related 
Homicides,  by  Gender:  San  Francisco,  1999 


Overall 

Male 

Female 

Relationship 

n=65 

% 

n=59 

% 

n=6 

% 

Identified3 

19 

57.6 

14 

51.8 

5 

83.3 

Intimate  partner 

3 

4.6 

1 

1.7 

2 

33.3 

Ex-spouse 

2 

3.1 

1 

1.7 

1 

16.7 

Girlfriend  or  boyfriend 

1 

1.5 

0 

1 

16.7 

Family 

5 

7.7 

3 

5.1 

2 

33.3 

Parent 

1 

1.5 

1 

1.7 

0 

Stepparent 

1 

1.5 

1 

1.7 

0 

Other  family  member 

3 

4.6 

1 

1.7 

2 

33.3 

Acquaintance 

11 

16.9 

10 

16.9 

1 

16.7 

Acquaintance 

6 

9.2 

5 

8.5 

1 

16.7 

Rival  gang  member 

4 

6.2 

4 

6.8 

0 

Other  person  known  to  victim 

1 

1.5 

1 

1.7 

0 

Stranqer 

14 

21.5 

13 

22.0 

1 

16.7 

Unknown 

32 

49.2 

32 

54.2 

0 

aThe  denominator  used  is  the  n  minus  the  unknowns,  overall  n=33  and  male  n=27. 

Other  person  known  to  victim 
Stepparent 
Parent 

Girlfriend  or  boyfriend 
Ex-spouse 
Other  family  member 
Rival  gang  member 
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Figure  51 :  Firearm-related  Homicide  Victim's  Gender,  by  Victim- 
Suspect  Relationships:  San  Francisco,  1999 
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There  were  124  (54%)  assault  cases  in  which  the  nature  of  the  victim-suspect  relationship  was 
determined,  and  106  (46%)  in  which  the  relationship  was  unknown.  Of  the  assault  cases 
involving  known  victim-suspect  relationships,  55%  (68)  of  the  victims  knew  the  suspect,  and  in 
the  remaining  cases  the  individuals  were  strangers.  In  assault  incidents  involving  known  victim- 
suspect  relationships,  55%  (56)  of  male  assault  victims  knew  the  suspect.  Similarly,  for  female 
assault  victims  involving  known  victim-suspect  relationships,  55%  (12)  knew  the  suspect  (Table 
27,  Figure  52). 


Table  27:  Victim-Suspect  Relationships  in  Firearm-related  Assaults,  by 
Gender:  San  Francisco,  1999 

Overall  Male  Female 


Assault 

n=230 

% 

n=197 

% 

n=33 

% 

Identified3 

68 

54.8 

56 

54.9 

12 

54.5 

Intimate  partner 

1 

0.4 

0 

1 

3.0 

Spouse 

1 

0.4 

0 

1 

3.0 

Family 

5 

2.2 

4 

2.0 

1 

3.0 

Parent 

3 

1.3 

3 

1.5 

0 

In-law 

1 

0.4 

1 

0.5 

0 

Other  family  member 

1 

0.4 

0 

1 

3.0 

Acquaintance 

62 

27.0 

52 

26.4 

10 

30.3 

Acquaintance 

19 

8.3 

17 

8.6 

2 

6.1 

Rival  gang  member 

22 

9.6 

16 

8.1 

6 

18.2 

Current  or  former  work  relationship 

1 

0.4 

1 

0.5 

0 

Other  person  known  to  victim 

20 

8.7 

18 

9.1 

2 

6.1 

Stranqer 

56 

24.3 

46 

23.3 

10 

30.3 

Unknown 

106 

46.1 

95 

48.2 

11 

33.3 

'Denominator  used  is  the  n  minus  the  number  of  unknowns,  overall  n=124,  male  n=102,  and 
female  n=22. 
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Figure  52:  Firearm-related  Assault  Victim's  Gender,  by  Victim-Suspect 
Relationships:  San  Francisco,  1999 
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Race/Ethnicity 

A  comparison  was  conducted  to  determine  the  racial/ethnic  composition  of  the  144  homicide  and 
assault  incidents.  Overall,  56%  (52)  of  the  incidents  (when  race/ethnicity  was  known)  involved 
victims  and  suspects  of  the  same  race/ethnicity  (Table  28).    Of  the  incidents  in  which  the 
suspect's  race/ethnicity  was  known,  86%  (37)  involved  African  American  victims  as  well  as 
suspects  who  were  African  Americans,  70%  (7)  of  the  incidents  involved  Asian  victims  as  well 
as  suspects  who  were  Asian,  and  57%  (8)  of  the  incidents  involved  Hispanic  victims  as  well  as 
suspects  who  were  Hispanic;  there  were  no  reported  incidents  in  which  White  suspects  shot 
White  victims. 

Table  28:  Race/Ethnicity  Comparison  of  Victims  and  Suspects  in  Homicide 
and  Assault  Incidents:  San  Francisco,  1999  (n=144) 

Number  of  Incidents  with  Victims  of  the  Specified  Race/Ethnicity 
African 

American        Asian        Hispanic     White  Unknown 
n=76  n=14        n=25         n=8  n=2 


Number  of  Incidents  with  Suspects  of  the  Specified  Race/Ethnicity 
African  American  n=52                              37^  3 

5 

7 

0 

Asian  n=1 1                                             3  7 

1 

0 

0 

Hispanic  n=10                                         2  0 

8 

0 

0 

White  n=1  10 

0 

0 

0 

Unknown" n=51                                       33  4 

11 

T 

2 

"The  following  19  incidents  are  not  included  above  since  there  were  multiple  race/ethnicites  involved  in 
the  incident: 

African  American  victim  +  Hispanic  victim  +  Asian  suspect  n=1 

African  American  victim  +  Asian  victim  +  African  American  suspect  n=1 

African  American  victim  +  African  American  suspect  +  Unknown  suspect  n=3 

African  American  victim  +  Hispanic  victim  +  African  American  suspect  n=2 

African  American  victim  +  African  American  suspect  +  White  Unknown  Ethnicity  Suspect  n=1 

African  American  victim  +  African  American  Suspect  +  Asian  suspect  n=2 

Hispanic  victim  +  White  Unknown  Ethnicity  Victim  +African  American  suspect  n=1 

Hispanic  victim  +  African  American  suspect  +  Hispanic  suspect  n=1 

Hispanic  victim  +  Hispanic  suspect  +  African  American  suspect  n=1 

Hispanic  victim  +  Asian  victim  +  African  American  suspect  +  Hispanic  suspect  n=1 

White  victim  +  African  American  victim  +  Asian  suspect  n=1 

White  victim  +  African  American  suspect  +  White  suspect  n=2 

White  unknown  ethnicity  victim  +  Hispanic  suspect  n=1 

White  unknown  ethnicity  victim  +  Unknown  race/ethnicity  suspect  n=1 


l2The  sum  of  the  blue  highlighted  underscored  numbers  represents  the  overall  number  of  incidents  (52).  The 
denominator  used  for  the  overall  was  144  minus  the  unknown  suspects  and  victims  (51)  equaling  93.  The  percent 
by  race/ethnicity  is  the  number  known  for  each  race/ethnicity  divided  by  the  number  of  victims  of  that  race  minus 
the  number  of  unknown  suspects  for  that  same  race/ethnicity. 
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Age  Difference  Between  Homicide  and  Assault  Victim  and  Suspect 

As  Figure  53  shows,  there  were  3  homicide  victims  who  were  10  or  more  years  younger  than  the 
suspect,  and  there  were  17  homicide  victims  who  were  10  or  more  years  older  than  the  suspect. 
The  area  between  the  dashed  and  dotted  lines  of  the  figure  shows  that  49%  (19)  of  the  homicide 
victims  were  within  10  years  of  age  of  the  suspect.  There  was  a  single  homicide  victim-suspect 
pair  where  the  victim  was  the  same  age  as  the  suspect . 


Suspect's  Age 
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Area  above  the  dashed  line  shows 
3  homicide  victims  10  or  more 
years  younger  than  the  suspect 


Area  below  the  dotted  line  shows 
17  homicide  victims  10  or  more 
years  older  than  the  suspect 
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Figure  53:  Age  Difference  Between  Homicide  Victims  and 
Suspects  with  a  Known  Age:  San  Francisco,  1999  (n=39) 


San  Francisco  Firearm  Injury  Reporting  System 


101 


As  Figure  54  shows,  there  were  9  assault  victims  who  were  10  or  more  years  younger 
than  the  corresponding  suspect,  and  38  of  the  assault  victims  were  10  or  more  years  older 
than  the  suspect.  The  area  between  the  dashed  and  dotted  lines  of  the  figure  shows  that 
67%  (94)  of  the  assault  victims  were  within  10  years  of  age  of  the  suspect. 


Suspect's  Age 


Victim's  Age 

Figure  54:  Age  Difference  Between  Assault  Victims  and 
Suspects  with  a  Known  Age:  San  Francisco,  1999  (n=141) 
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Of  assault  victims  who  were  the  same  age  as  the  suspect  or  younger  and  where  the 
victim-suspect  relationship  was  known,  68%  (23)  of  the  victims  were  acquainted  with  the 
suspect  and  32%  (1 1)  of  the  victims  described  the  suspect  as  a  stranger.  For  assault 
victims  who  were  older  than  the  suspect  with  a  known  victim-suspect  relationship,  60% 
(39)  of  the  victims  described  the  suspect  as  a  stranger,  and  40%  (26)  of  the  victims  were 
acquainted  with  the  suspect  (Table  29).  Thus,  older  assault  victims  identified  the  suspect 
as  a  stranger  twice  as  often  as  younger  victims. 


Table  29:  Victim-Suspect  Pairs  with  a  Known  Age  for  Homicide 
and  Assault  Incidents,  by  Victim-Suspect 
Relationship:  San  Francisco,  1999 

Victim  was  same  age  or  Victim  was  older  than 

younger  than  the  suspect  the  suspect 


n=73 

n 

=107 

Homicide 

Assault 

Homicide 

Assault 

n=14 

% 

n=59 

% 

n=25 

% 

n=82 

% 

Identified3 

7 

87.5 

23 

67.6 

8 

38.1 

26 

40.0 

Intimate  partner 

2 

14.3 

1 

1.7 

1 

4.0 

0 

Spouse 

0 

1 

1.7 

0 

0 

Ex-spouse 

1 

7.1 

0 

1 

4.0 

0 

Girlfriend 

1 

7.1 

0 

0 

0 

Family 

3 

21.4 

1 

1.7 

2 

8.0 

4 

4.9 

Parent 

0 

0 

1 

4.0 

3 

3.7 

In-law 

0 

0 

0 

1 

1.2 

Step-parent 

0 

0 

1 

4.0 

0 

Other  family  member 

3 

21.4 

1 

1.7 

0 

0 

Acquaintance 

2 

14.3 

21 

35.6 

5 

20.0 

22 

26.8 

Acquaintance 

1 

7.1 

8 

13.6 

2 

8.0 

9 

11.0 

Gang 

1 

7.1 

4 

6.8 

2 

8.0 

6 

7.3 

Other  person  known  to  victim 

0 

8 

13.6 

1 

4.0 

7 

8.5 

Current  or  former  work 

0 

1 

1.7 

0 

0 

Stranqer 

1 

7.1 

11 

18.6 

13 

52.0 

39 

47.6 

Unknown 

6 

42.9 

25 

42.4 

4 

16.0 

17 

20.7 

'Denominator  used  is  the  n  minus  the  number  of  unknowns:  younger  homicide  n=8  assault  n=34; 
older  homicide  n=21,  assault  n=65. 
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Work-related  Incidents 

There  were  7  incidents  (not  including  legal  interventions)  involving  8  victims  who  suffered  a 
firearm-related  injury  while  at  work.  None  of  the  victims  were  reportedly  armed  with  a  firearm. 
Two  storeowners  were  fatally  wounded  while  reportedly  complying  with  the  suspects'  demands. 
One  of  the  nonfatal  injuries  was  sustained  by  a  security  guard,  while  the  guard  was  attempting  to 
disarm  the  suspect.  A  janitor  was  a  bystander  who  was  nonfatally  wounded,  and  a  pizza  delivery 
person  and  a  taxi  driver  were  both  the  intended  targets  resulting  from  an  argument  and  a  robbery, 
respectively.  Finally,  there  was  a  single  incident  in  which  an  ex-worker  attempted  to  shoot  his 
ex-employer  where  both  the  shooter  and  the  intended  victim  suffered  nonfatal  injuries  (Figure 
55). 

7  Work-related  Incidents 


8  Victims 


1  Janitor  (bystander)  at  work 
suffered  a  nonfatal  injury. 
A  nonworking  victim  was  fatally 
shot  during  this  incident. 


2  Store  owners 

fatally  shot 
(market  and 
liquor  stores). 


1  Pizza  delivery  person  suffered  a 
nonfatal  injury.  A  homeless 
bystander  was  fatally  shot. 


1  Taxi  driver 
suffered  a 
nonfatal  injury. 


1  Security  guard  who  was  working 
suffered  a  nonfatal  firearm  injury. 

There  were  3  other  victims 
involved  (2  law  enforcement  and  1 
suspect)  in  this  incident. 


1  Ex-employee  and  owner  of 
business  involving  2  nonfatal 
injuries  (victim  and  suspect). 


Figure  55:  Work-related  Firearm  Incidents:  San  Francisco,  1999 


These  work-related  incidents  occurred  in  January  (2),  March  and  April  (1  each),  August  (3),  and 
September  (1).  Four  of  the  victims  were  injured  on  a  Friday,  2  on  a  Saturday,  and  one  each  on  a 
Sunday  and  Monday.  The  time  of  these  injuries  ranged  from  1:30  a.m.  to  7:30  p.m.  with  4  of  the 
injuries  occurring  between  2: 12  p.m.  and  7:30.  The  location  of  these  incidents  were  on  the  street, 
in  a  hospital,  in  a  market,  in  a  liquor  store,  and  in  a  commercial  shop  (Figure  56). 
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4)  Nonfatal  Injury  n=6 

"4"  Fatal  Injury  n=2 

1®  Single  Public  Housing  Unit 

rj  Multiple  Public  Housing  Units 


Figure  56:  Location  of  Firearm-related  Fatal  and  Nonfatal  Work-related  Incidents:  San  Francisco,  1999 
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The  ages  of  the  victims  ranged  from  19  to  52  years  old.  The  race/ethnicity  of  the  victims  was:  4 
Asian,  1  African  American,  2  Hispanic,  and  1  White.  Both  of  the  fatality  (1  male  and  1  female) 
victims  who  were  shot  in  their  stores  were  foreign-born.  Two  of  the  victims  were  female  and  6 
were  males.  Two  of  the  victims  were  residents,  3  were  non-SF  residents,  and  3  had  unknown 
residency.  Victims  were  wounded  in  the  abdomen,  chest,  and  head  (3).  Of  the  2  fatality  victims, 
both  tested  negative  for  alcohol  and/or  drugs. 

The  2  fatalities  were  hospitalized  for  less  than  1  day.  The  6  nonfatality  victims  were  hospitalized 
at  SFGH  ranging  from  less  than  a  day  (1)  to  21  days  (1),  with  2  victims  staying  a  single  day  and 
1  hospitalized  for  4  days.  There  was  a  single  nonfatality  victim  who  was  treated  at  Mount  Zion. 
Payment  sources  for  hospitalization  costs  were:  4  victims  used  commercial  insurance,  2  public 
funds,  and  2  were  unknown. 

These  7  work-related  incidents  involved  8  suspects  ages  13  to  53  years  old.  Two  of  the  suspects 
were  Asian  males,  and  6  were  African  American  males.  Five  of  the  8  suspects  were  residents  of 
SF,  1  was  a  resident  of  Solano  County,  and  2  had  unknown  residences.  Five  had  prior  criminal 
histories.  Six  of  the  8  suspects  were  booked  as  the  result  of  the  incident,  1  was  killed,  and  1 
suspect  was  not  apprehended. 

There  were  7  firearms  believed  to  have  been  used  in  these  incidents  (not  including  law 
enforcement  firearms)  with  4  actually  being  recovered.  Ballistics  information  showed  that  there 
was  a  single  firearm  that  was  of  small  caliber,  3  of  medium  caliber,  and  3  firearms  of  unknown 
caliber.  Three  makes  of  firearms  were  reportedly  used:  one  each  Victor,  Colt,  and  Taurus. 
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Suicides 

Circumstances  Leading  to  Firearm-related  Suicide  Incidents 

There  were  21  firearm-related  suicide  victims,  and  there  were  over  50  circumstances  delineated 
in  police  and  medical  examiner  reports  as  suspected  motivations.  The  most  frequently  cited 
circumstances  surrounding  the  suicides  were  depression  (48%)  and  serious  physical  illness 
(38%)  (Table  30).  Twenty-nine  percent  (6)  of  the  victims  had  stated  an  intent  to  commit  suicide. 
Forty-eight  percent  (10)  of  the  suicide  victims  had  left  a  note  detailing  their  motivation  for  the 
suicide  (Figure  57). 


Table  30:  Suicide  Circumstances,  by  Gender  and  Age:  San  Francisco,  1999 


Overall 
N=21  % 

Male 
n=17  % 

Female 
n=4  % 

Aged  <  44 
n=1 1  % 

Aged 
n=10 

>=44 

% 

Depression 

10 

47.6 

7 

41.2 

3 

75.0 

4 

36.4 

6 

60.0 

Suicide  note  leftb 

10 

47.6 

7 

41.2 

3 

75.0 

5 

45.5 

5 

50.0 

Serious  physical  illness 

8 

38.1 

5 

29.4 

3 

75.0 

2 

18.2 

6 

60.0 

Stated  intent 

6 

28.6 

5 

29.4 

1 

25.0 

4 

36.4 

2 

20.0 

Other 

6 

28.6 

5 

29.4 

1 

25.0 

3 

27.3 

3 

30.0 

In  treatment  for  mental  disorder 

5 

23.8 

5 

29.4 

0 

2 

18.2 

3 

30.0 

Other  mental  disorder 

2 

9.5 

1 

5.9 

1 

25.0 

1 

9.1 

1 

10.0 

Alcohol  dependence  or  abuse 

2 

9.5 

2 

11.8 

0 

0 

2 

20.0 

Previous  suicide  attempt 

2 

9.5 

1 

5.9 

1 

25.0 

2 

18.2 

0 

Job/income  problem 

2 

9.5 

2 

11.8 

0 

1 

9.1 

1 

10.0 

Other  substance  dependence  or  abuse 

1 

4.8 

1 

5.9 

0 

1 

9.1 

0 

Relationship  problem 

1 

4.8 

1 

5.9 

0 

1 

9.1 

0 

aThere  may  have  been  multiple  circumstances  reported  for  each  suicide  victim. 

"Suicide  note  is  not  a  circumstance.  It  is  included  in  the  table  since  it  was  a  variable  of  interest. 

Relationship  problem 

Other  substance  dependence 
or  abuse 

Job/income  problem 
Previous  suicide  attempt 
Alcohol  dependence  or  abuse 

Other  mental  disorder 

In  treatment  for  mental 
disorder 

Other 
Stated  intent 
Serious  physical  illness 
Depression 


0  2  4  6  8  10  12 

Number 


Figure  57:  Incidence  of  Reported  Suicide  Circumstances:  San  Francisco,  1999  (n=55) 

Note:  Suicide  note  left  is  not  depicted  in  the  figure  since  it  is  not  a  circumstance. 
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Location 

Sixty-two  percent  (13)  of  the  suicide  incidents  took  place  in  the  victim's  residence.  A  park  was 
the  next  most  frequent  location  (4). 

Gender  and  Circumstances 

As  Table  30  shows,  victims  of  both  genders  were  most  frequently  depressed  and/or  had  a  serious 
physical  illness,  and  males  were  also  frequently  reported  as  being  in  treatment  for  a  mental 
disorder. 

Age  of  Suicide  Victims  and  Related  Circumstances 

The  age  range  of  suicide  victims  was  17  to  88  with  a  median  of  43  and  a  mean  of  44.  For  victims 
aged  younger  than  44  for  whom  the  suicide  circumstances  were  known,  4  suffered  from 
depression,  4  made  a  statement  of  intent,  2  had  attempted  suicide  previously,  and  2  were  in 
treatment  for  a  mental  disorder.  Of  victims  with  known  circumstances  who  were  aged  44  and 
older,  6  suffered  from  depression,  6  had  a  serious  physical  illness,  3  were  in  treatment  for  a 
mental  disorder,  and  2  had  an  alcohol  dependence  or  abuse  problem.  There  was  a  higher 
frequency  of  depression,  serious  physical  illness,  and  the  treatment  of  a  mental  disorder  among 
victims  aged  44  and  older  than  the  younger  victims  (Table  30,  Figure  58). 
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Relationship  problem  ,  <  44  years  of  age  n=26 

■>=44  years  of  age  n=29 


Other  substance  dependence  or  abuse 
Job/income  problem 
Previous  suicide  attempt 
Alcohol  dependence  or  abuse 
Other  mental  disorder 
In  treatment  for  mental  disorder 
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Figure  58:  Incidence  of  Reported  Suicide  Circumstances,  by  Victim's  Age:  San 
Francisco,  1999  (n=55) 
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Criminal  History  of  Victims 

How  many  victims  had  a  prior  criminal  history? 

Overall,  67%  (139)  of  all  victims  (209),  70%  (123)  of  all  homicide  and  assault  victims,  and  all  3 
of  the  fatal  legal  intervention  victims  had  a  criminal  history. 

How  often  do  victims  with  a  criminal  history  know  the  suspect? 

When  a  victim  with  a  criminal  history  provided  information  on  the  suspect,  73%)  (57)  identified 
the  suspect  as  someone  they  knew.  Victims  with  criminal  histories  knew  the  suspect  almost  twice 
as  often  as  victims  without  criminal  histories. 

After  suffering  from  a  firearm-related  injury,  how  many  victims  re-offended? 

Sixty-three  percent  (60)  of  the  assault  victims  with  criminal  histories  re-offended  before  2001. 

How  often  did  fatality  victims  with  a  criminal  history  test  positive  for  alcohol  and/or  drugs? 

Fatality  victims  with  a  criminal  history  tested  positive  for  drugs  2.4  times  as  often  as  victims 
without  a  criminal  history. 

Were  the  incident  circumstances  different  for  victims  with  a  criminal  history  compared  to 
those  without  a  criminal  history? 

Victims  with  a  criminal  history  were  involved  in  a  drug-related  incident  seven  times  as  often  as 
victims  who  did  not  have  a  criminal  history.  Victims  without  a  criminal  history  were  injured  as  a 
result  of  a  robbery  twice  as  often  as  those  with  a  criminal  history. 

Was  there  any  difference  in  victims  who  suffered  single  versus  multiple  gunshot  wounds? 

Victims  with  a  criminal  history  suffered  multiple  gunshot  wounds  twice  as  often  as  victims 
without  a  criminal  history. 
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Fatal  and  Nonfatal  Firearm-related  Injuries 
Criminal  History 

Of  the  209  eligible  victims13  it  was  determined  that  two-thirds  (139)  of  these  victims  had  a 
criminal  history  (Table  31,  Figure  59).  Of  the  homicide  and  assault  victims,  70%  (123)  had  a 
criminal  history,  and  63%  (60)  of  the  assault  victims  re-offended  before  2001.  We  only  have 
information  on  criminal  history  and  re-offenses  for  those  victims  who  were  charged  in  SF 
County.  If  the  victim  was  charged  in  another  county  or  state,  we  did  not  have  access  to  this 
information,  and  therefore  reported  percentages  may  be  underestimates. 


Table  31:  Criminal  History  of  Victim  and  Re-offense 
Status,  by  Intent:  San  Francisco,  1999 

Criminal  History  Re-offendedb 
Overall  Victims3  Yes  No  Yes  No 

n=209  n=139         %        n=70        %        n=63       %  n=38 


Suicide  21 

Homicide  40 

Legal  Intervention  fatal  3 

Self-inflicted0  5 

Assault  1 36 

Another-inflictedd  2 

Legal  Intervention  nonfatal  2 


7 
27 
3 
4 
96 
0 
2 


33.3 
67.5 
100.0 
80.0 
70.6 

100.0 


14 
13 
0 
1 

40 
2 
0 


66.7 
32.5 

20.0 
29.4 
100.0 


2 
60 
0 
1 


50.0 
62.5 

50.0 


0 
38 
0 
0 


39.6 


aThere  was  a  single  child  assault  victim  and  3  law  enforcement  officers  who  were  victims  of  a  nonfatal  legal 

interventions  that  are  not  included,  thus  the  n=209. 
bTwo  victims  of  self-inflicted  injuries  were  booked  on  the  day  of  their  injury.  Also,  there  was  a  single  assault  victim 

where  it  was  unknown  whether  or  not  he  re-offended. 

°Another-inflicted  incidents  are  those  in  which  victims  were  unintentionally  shot  by  another  person. 
dSelf-inflicted  incidents  are  those  in  which  victims  unintentionally  shot  themselves. 


No  Criminal 
History  33% 


Criminal 
History  66% 


Figure  59:  Criminal  History  of  Firearm-related  Injury  Victims: 
San  Francisco,  1999 

Note:  There  were  4  victims — 1  child  and  3  law  enforcement  officers  who  are  not  included. 


13  Excluded  from  the  total  of  213  victims  are  3  law  enforcement  officers  and  1  child  under  the  age  of  5. 


San  Francisco  Firearm  Injury  Reporting  System 


113 


Criminal  History  of  Victims 


Prior  Contacts  with  the  San  Francisco  Police  Department 

Of  the  139  victims  with  a  criminal  history,  1 10  had  records  indicating  prior  contacts  with  the 
SFPD.  Of  the  remaining  victims,  the  "rap"sheets  of  28  fatality  victims  was  purged  by  the  SFPD 
prior  to  the  time  of  SFFIRS  data  collection,  and  there  was  a  single  victim  whose  prior  history 
was  not  available.  Figure  60  shows,  for  these  1 10  victims  with  criminal  histories  and  records  of 
prior  contacts  with  the  SFPD,  the  time  elapsed  between  the  date  of  the  first  SFPD  contact 
resulting  in  criminal  charges,  and  the  date  of  last  contact  with  the  SFPD.  Approximately  57% 
(33)  of  juveniles  and  35%  (35)  of  adults  had  an  elapsed  period  of  1  to  5  years  between  their  first 
SFPD  contact  and  their  last  SFPD  contact,  19%  (11)  of  juveniles  had  a  single  contact,  and  28% 
(28)  of  the  adults  had  an  elapsed  period  of  5  to  10  years  between  their  first  contact  and  last 
contact  with  the  SFPD. 
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Figure  60:  Elapsed  Time  Between  First  and  Last  Police  Contact  for  Victims  with 
Criminal  Histories:  San  Francisco,  1999 
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Figure  6 1  shows  the  number  of  misdemeanor  and  felony  charges,  acquired  when  victims  with 
criminal  histories  were  either  juveniles  or  adults,  in  SF.  Sixty-six  percent  (23)  of  juveniles  had  a 
single  misdemeanor  charge,  while  75%  (41)  had  between  2  and  10  felony  charges.  Fifty-five 
percent  (48)  and  40%  (36)  of  the  adults  had  between  2  and  10  misdemeanor  and  felony  charges, 
respectively . 
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Figure  61 :  Number  of  Prior  Misdemeanor  and  Felony  Charges,  by  Victims  with 
Criminal  Histories:  San  Francisco,  1999 
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Criminal  History  of  Victims 

Hospitalization  of  Victims  with  Criminal  Histories 

There  were  106  victims  (excluding  3  victims  of  legal  intervention)  who  were  admitted  to  SFGH, 
with  69%  (73)  having  a  criminal  history;  84%  (61)  of  these  victims  with  criminal  histories 
suffered  a  nonfatal  injury.  Figure  62  shows  that  there  were  61  nonfatality  victims  with  criminal 
histories  who  were  hospitalized.  Of  these  hospitalized  victims,  57%  (35)  re-offended  and  43% 
(26)  did  not  re-offend.  Victims  with  criminal  histories  who  did  not  re-offend  and  were  admitted 
to  SFGH  were  hospitalized  on  average  for  9.2  days,  with  a  median  of  3.5  days,  with  a  range  from 
less  than  1  day  to  58  days;  and  those  victims  who  re-offended  spent  on  average  6.5  days  in  the 
hospital,  with  a  median  of  3  days,  and  a  range  from  less  than  a  day  to  56  days. 

Length  of  Hospitalization  (days) 


0  5  10  15  20  25  30  35  40 
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Figure  62:  Firearm-related  Victim's  Re-offender  Status,  by  Length  of  Hospitalization: 
San  Francisco,  1999 
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There  were  52  victims  treated  and  released  from  SFGH  ED.  Of  these  victims,  73%  (38)  had  a 
criminal  history.  Figure  63  shows  the  disposition  of  victims  with  criminal  histories  upon  leaving 
SFGH  according  to  whether  or  not  they  re-offended  after  discharge.  Of  the  38  victims  with 
criminal  histories  who  were  treated  and  discharged  from  the  ED,  68%  (26)  re-offended  within 
the  next  calendar  year.  Overall,  of  the  95  (not  including  the  4  victims  with  criminal  history  who 
were  booked  at  the  time  of  the  incident)  surviving  victims  with  prior  police  contacts  who  were 
seen  in  the  SFGH  ED  or  were  hospitalized,  64%  (61)  re-offended  in  SF  County  before  2001. 
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Figure  63:  Firearm-related  Victim's  Re-offender  Status,  by  Medical  Disposition:  San 
Francisco,  1999 
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Comparison  of  Characteristics  and  Circumstances  of  Victims  with  Criminal  Histories  to 
Those  Victims  with  No  Criminal  Histories 

Age 

The  age  group  with  the  highest  number  of  victims  with  criminal  histories  was  the  20  to  24-year- 
old  group,  followed  by  victims  aged  25  to  34  years.  The  35  to  44-year-old  age  group  had  the 
largest  proportion  of  victims  with  criminal  histories  (76%)  (Figure  64). 
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Figure  64:  Victims  of  Firearm-related  Injuries  with  and  without  Criminal  Histories, 
by  Age  Group:  San  Francisco,  1999 
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Figure  65  shows  the  ages  of  the  victims  with  criminal  histories,  compared  with  the  ages  of 
known  suspects.  The  area  between  the  dashed  and  dotted  lines  of  the  figure  shows  that  72%  (70) 
of  the  victims  with  criminal  histories  were  within  10  years  of  age  of  the  suspect. 

Suspect's  Age 


Victim's  Age 

Figure  65:  Relationship  Between  Age  of  Known  Suspects 
and  Age  of  Victims  of  Firearm-related  Injuries  with 
Criminal  Histories:  San  Francisco,  1999  (n=97) 
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Criminal  History  of  Victims 

Figure  66  shows  84  victim-suspect  pairs  involving  victims  without  criminal  history.  The  area 
between  the  dashed  and  dotted  lines  of  the  figure  shows  that  55%  (46)  of  the  victim-suspect  pairs 
were  within  10  years  of  age  of  each  other. 


Suspect's  Age 
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Figure  66:  Relationship  Between  Age  of  Known  Suspects 
and  Age  of  Victims  of  Firearm-related  Injuries  without 
Criminal  Histories:  San  Francisco,  1999  (n=84) 
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Race/Ethnicity 

As  shown  in  Figure  67,  66%  (93)  of  all  firearm-related  injury  victims  with  criminal  histories 
were  African  Americans.  Of  all  African  Americans  who  were  victims  of  firearm-related  injuries, 
82%  (93)  had  criminal  histories,  followed  by  Hispanics  with  63%  (27),  and  then  Asians  with 
38%  (9). 
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Figure  67:  Criminal  History  of  Victims  of  Firearm-related  Injuries,  by  Victim's 
Race/Ethnicity:  San  Francisco,  1999  (n=209) 

Note:  There  were  4  victims  whose  criminal  history  status  was  not  applicable. 
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Circumstances  of  the  Incident 

Of  the  177  assaultive  (homicide  and  assault)  victims,  69%  (123)  had  criminal  histories.  Victims 
with  no  criminal  history  were  injured  or  killed  as  a  result  of  a  robbery  twice  as  often  as  victims 
with  criminal  histories  (Table  32).  Victims  with  criminal  histories  were  injured  or  killed  in  gang- 
related  incidents  1.5  times  more  often  than  victims  with  no  criminal  histories.  Also,  victims  with 
criminal  histories  were  injured  as  a  result  of  drug-related  circumstances  almost  7  times  as  often 
as  victims  without  criminal  histories  (Figure  68). 

Table  32:  Circumstances  of  Assaultive  Incidents, 
by  Victim's  Criminal  History:  San  Francisco,  1999 

Criminal  history  No  criminal  history 
n=123         %  n=54  % 


Interpersonal  non-felony 

cc 
00 

A  A  7 

44. 1 

Aft  7 

Interpersonal  (arguments,  abuse,  revenge) 

44 

35.8 

15 

27.8 

Intimate  partner 

2 

1.6 

4 

7.4 

Argument  over  drugs3 

4 

3.3 

0 

Brawl  due  to  influence  of  drugs3 

1 

0.8 

0 

Brawl  due  to  alcohol 

1 

0.8 

0 

Other  brawl 

3 

2.4 

3 

5.6 

Felony-type  or  suspected 

20 

16.3 

12 

22.2 

Narcotic  drug  law3 

3 

2.4 

0 

Robbery 

11 

8.9 

11 

20.4 

Burglary 

2 

1.6 

0 

Prostitution 

1 

0.8 

0 

Rape 

0 

1 

1.9 

Arson 

1 

0.8 

0 

Intervener  assaulted  while  aiding  crime  victim 

1 

0.8 

0 

Suspected  felony  type 

1 

0.8 

0 

Bystander 

9 

7.3 

8 

14.8 

Sniper  attack 

1 

0.8 

0 

Bystander 

8 

6.5 

8 

14.8 

Gang-related 

27 

22.0 

8 

14.8 

Other 

65 

52.8 

20 

37.0 

Unspecified  drug  related3 

9 

7.3 

1 

1.9 

Other 

56 

45.5 

19 

35.2 

aAII  drugs  (combined  (4+1+3+9)) 

17 

13.8 

 1^ 

1.9 
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Figure  68:  Criminal  History  of  Victims  of  Firearm-related  Injuries,  by 
Circumstances  of  Incident:  San  Francisco,  1999 
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Criminal  History  of  Victims 

Victim-Suspect  Relationship  of  Homicides  and  Assaults 

Of  those  victims  with  a  criminal  history  who  provided  identification  information  on  the  suspect, 
73%  (57)  identified  the  suspect  as  someone  they  knew.  In  contrast,  only  39%  (3 1)  of  the  victims 
with  no  criminal  history  identified  the  suspect  as  an  acquaintance,  family  member,  or  intimate 
partner.  Thus,  victims  with  criminal  histories  knew  the  suspect  almost  twice  as  often  as  victims 
having  no  criminal  history  (Table  33,  Figure  69). 


Table  33:  Comparison  of  Victims  with  and  without  Criminal 
Histories  for  Homicide  and  Assault  Incidents,  by 
Victim-Suspect  Relationship:  San  Francisco,  1999 


Relationship 

Criminal  history 
n=188  % 

No  criminal  history 
n=106  % 

Identified3 

57 

73.0 

31 

38.8 

Intimate  partner 

1 

0.5 

3 

2.8 

Spouse 

0 

1 

0.9 

Ex-spouse 

1 

0.5 

1 

0.9 

Girlfriend 

0 

1 

0.9 

Family 

2 

1.1 

7 

6.6 

Parent 

1 

0.5 

3 

2.8 

In-law 

0 

1 

0.9 

Stepparent 

1 

0.5 

0 

Other  family  member 

0 

3 

2.8 

Acquaintance 

54 

28.7 

21 

19.8 

Acquaintance 

22 

11.7 

3 

2.8 

Gang 

12 

6.4 

14 

13.2 

Other  person  known  to  victim 

20 

10.6 

1 

0.9 

Friend 

0 

2 

1.9 

Current  or  former  work 

0 

1 

0.9 

Stranqer 

21 

11.2 

49 

46.2 

Unknown 

110 

58.5 

26 

24.5 

'Denominator  is  the  n  minus  the  unknown:  Criminal  hx  n=78,  no  criminal  hx 
n=80. 
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Figure  69:  Homicide  and  Assault  Incident  Victim's  Criminal  History, 
by  Known  Relationship  between  Victim  and  Suspect:  San 
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Alcohol  and  Drugs 

As  Table  34  shows,  60%  (22)  of  the  fatality  victims  with  criminal  histories  tested  positive  for 
alcohol  and/or  drugs,  compared  with  only  37%  (10)  of  fatality  victims  without  criminal  histories. 
Victims  with  criminal  histories  tested  positive  for  drugs  twice  as  often  as  those  victims  without 
criminal  histories. 


Table  34:  Presence  of  Drugs  and  Alcohol  in  Victims  of 
Firearm-related  Fatalities,  by  Criminal  History:  San 
Francisco,  1999 


Criminal 

No  criminal 

history 

history 

n=37 

% 

n=27 

% 

Tested  for  alcohol 

37 

100.0 

25 

92.6 

Positive  for  alcohol 

9 

24.3 

6 

24.0 

Tested  for  drugs 

36 

97.3 

25 

92.6 

Positive  for  drugs 

17 

47.2 

5 

20.0 

Cocaine  or  metabolites 

13 

76.5 

2 

40.0 

Opiates  or  metabolites 

5 

29.4 

1 

20.0 

Marijuana 

0 

1 

20.0 

Antidepressants 

1 

5.9 

2 

40.0 

Amphetamines 

4 

23.5 

1 

20.0 

Presence  of  2  of  these  drugs 

6 

35.3 

2 

40.0 

Alcohol  and  drugs 

4 

10.8 

1 

3.7 

Alcohol  or  drugs 

18 

48.6 

9 

33.3 

Alcohol  and/or  drugs 

22 

59.5 

10 

37.0 

Blood  alcohol  level 

<0.08 

4 

44.4 

0 

0.08  -  0.20 

3 

33.3 

4 

66.6 

>0.20 

2 

22.2 

2 

33.3 
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Residence  of  Victims 

Nearly  75%  (104)  of  victims  of  firearm-related  incidents  in  SF  with  criminal  histories  resided  in 
SF  County,  followed  by  San  Mateo,  Contra  Costa,  and  Alameda  counties  (Figure  70). 
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Figure  70:  Firearm-related  Injury  Victim's  Criminal  History,  by  County  of  Residence: 
San  Francisco,  1999 
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Education  and  Employment  Status 

Based  on  death  certificate  records,  81%  (30)  of  the  fatality  victims  with  criminal  histories  had 
high  school-level  education  or  less,  while  67%  (18)  of  victims  without  criminal  histories  were 
educated  beyond  high  school  (Figure  71).  Regardless  of  whether  they  had  criminal  histories  or 
not,  74%  (48)  of  fatality  victims  were  employed  (Figure  72). 
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Figure  71:  Firearm-related  Injury  Victim's  Criminal  History,  by 
Education  Level:  San  Francisco,  1999 
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Figure  72:  Firearm-related  Injury  Victim's  Criminal  History,  by 
Employment  Status:  San  Francisco,  1999 
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Criminal  History  of  Victims 
Insurance 

Of  the  73  fatality  and  nonfatality  victims  with  criminal  histories  who  were  admitted  to  the 
hospital,  74%  (54)  relied  on  public  funding  sources  to  pay  hospital  charges.  Of  the  67  victims 
who  used  public  funds  to  pay  for  their  hospitalization,  81%  (54)  had  a  criminal  history.  Thus, 
victims  with  criminal  histories  used  public  funding  to  cover  their  hospitalization  costs  twice  as 
often  as  victims  without  criminal  histories  (Figure  73). 
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Figure  73:  Firearm-related  Injury  Victim's  Criminal  History,  by  Source  of 
Funding  of  Hospitalization  Costs:  San  Francisco,  1999 
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Criminal  History  of  Victims 

Figure  74  shows  the  geographic  location  where  victims  with  and  without  criminal  histories  were 
injured,  as  well  as  the  location  where  nonresidents  were  injured.  For  example,  a  gray  circle  on  top 
of  a  blue  car  signifies  a  nonresident  victim  without  a  criminal  history  suffering  a  firearm  injury. 


Figure  74:  Location  of  Injury  of  Those  Victims  with  Criminal  Histories  and  Those  without,  and  of 
Nonresidents:  San  Francisco,  1999 

Note:  Not  included  were  1  assault  victim  (resident)  whose  incident  location  was  unknown  who  had  a  criminal  history,  and  1  victim 
(nonresident)  of  a  self-inflicted  injury  who  had  no  criminal  history  whose  incident  location  was  also  unknown.  There  was  a  single 
nonresident  who  was  injured  at  an  unknown  location. 
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Criminal  History  of  Victims 
Number  of  Bullets 

As  Figure  75  shows,  86%  (60)  of  victims  with  no  criminal  histories  were  shot  a  single  time, 
while  only  67%  (93)  of  victims  with  criminal  histories  were  shot  a  single  time.  Of  all  victims 
who  were  shot  multiple  times,  82%  (45)  were  victims  with  prior  criminal  histories. 
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Figure  75:  Firearm-related  Injury  Victim's  Criminal  History,  by  Number  of 
Bullets  Used:  San  Francisco,  1999 
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Suicide  Circumstances 

Seven  of  the  21  suicide  victims  had  criminal  histories.  Figure  76  compares  the  suicide 
circumstances  of  those  victims  with  and  those  without  criminal  histories.  Although  the  numbers 
are  small,  victims  with  criminal  histories  reported  being  in  treatment  for  depression  or  mental 
disorder  and  having  a  substance  dependence  or  abuse  problem  more  than  victims  without  a 
criminal  history. 
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Figure  76:  Incidence  of  Reported  Suicide  Circumstances,  by  Criminal  History  of 
Victims:  San  Francisco,  1999 
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Medical  Treatment  and  Hospitalization 

How  many  victims  were  dead  at  the  scene? 

Twenty-two  percent  (46)  of  all  victims  were  dead  at  the  scene. 

How  often  were  victims  treated  and  released  from  the  emergency  department? 

Of  the  162  victims  taken  to  the  SFGH  ED,  32%  (52)  were  treated  and  released. 

How  long  did  the  victims  stay  in  the  hospital? 

Forty-seven  percent  (51)  were  hospitalized for  1  day  or  less.  The  average  length  of  hospitalization 
for  a  nonfatality  victim  was  7  days,  with  a  median  of  2  days,  ranging  from  1  day  to  58  days. 

When  the  victims  were  released  from  the  hospital,  what  was  their  disposition? 

Seventy-five  percent  (82)  of  the  victims  who  were  hospitalized  were  discharged  home;  however, 
being  discharged  home  does  not  indicate  that  additional  care  was  not  required. 

How  much  did  it  cost  to  treat  these  injuries? 

We  do  not  have  data  on  the  actual  costs.  However,  we  know  from  California  hospital  discharge  data 
that  in  SF  in  1998,  average  hospital  charges  were  $29, 759  per  firearm  victim.  For  the  109 
hospitalized  victims  this  would  represent  3.2  million  dollars,  with  61%  of  these  charges — or  1.9 
million  dollars — being  covered  by  public  funds. 

How  many  of  the  victims  applied  for  disability? 

This  information  was  not  collected. 
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Medical  Treatment  and  Hospitalization 

Fatal  and  Nonfatal  Firearm-related  Injuries 
Emergency  Medical  Services 

Emergency  Medical  Services  (EMS)  responded  to  the  scene  for  161  (76%)  of  the  213  victims  of 
firearm-related  injuries,  with  22%  (46)  of  the  victims  pronounced  dead  at  the  incident  location, 
while  2  persons  were  shot  at  a  hospital,  1  fatally  and  1  nonfatally.  Seventy-five  percent  (123)  of 
the  victims  were  transported  by  ambulance  to  SFGH,  and  25%  (42)  used  other  modes  of  travel  to 
a  hospital  (Table  35).  Figure  77  shows  the  location  of  death. 


Table  35:  Mode  of  Victim  Transportation  to  Hospital:  San  Francisco,  1999 

Legal  Self-  Another- 

Overall  Homicide  Assault  Suicide      Intervention       inflicted3  inflicted11 


Mode  to  Hospital 

n=165 

% 

n=13  % 

n=137 

% 

n=2 

%  n=7 

% 

n=5 

% 

n=2 

% 

Ambulance  to  SFGH 

123 

74.5 

13  100.0 

96 

70.1 

2 

100.0  7 

100.0 

3 

60.0 

2 

100.0 

Friend/private 

23 

13.9 

0 

21 

15.3 

0 

-  0 

2 

40.0 

0 

Self 

10 

6.1 

0 

10 

7.2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Stranger 

2 

1.2 

0 

2 

1.5 

0 

-  0 

0 

0 

Police 

1 

0.6 

0 

1 

0.7 

0 

-  0 

0 

0 

Unknown 

6 

3.6 

0 

6 

4.4 

0 

-  0 

0 

0 

Note:  The  Medical  Examiner  took  charge  of  the  bodies  of  46  victims.  There  was  a  single  victim  who  was  shot  and  killed  at  a  hospital,  and 
another  victim  who  suffered  a  nonfatal  injury  at  a  hospital — both  victims  required  no  transportation. 
aSelf-inflicted  incidents  are  those  in  which  victims  unintentionally  shot  themselves. 
bAnother-inflicted  incidents  are  those  in  which  victims  were  unintentionally  shot  by  another  person. 
°A  victim  was  shot  while  at  a  hospital. 


Figure  77:  Location  of  Death  of  Victims  of  Firearm-related 
Violence:  San  Francisco,  1999  (n=64) 

A  single  victim  was  shot  and  killed  at  a  hospital  other  than  SFGH. 
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Place  of  Treatment 

A  total  of  162  victims  were  treated  at  SFGH.  The  remaining  3%  were  treated  at  other  hospitals 
(Table  36).  Of  the  victims  who  were  treated  at  SFGH,  32%  (52)  were  treated  and  released  from 
the  SFGH  ED,  one  died  in  the  SFGH  ED,  and  67%  (109)  were  hospitalized  from  the  SFGH  ED 
(Figure  78).  There  were  103  victims  where  both  an  injury  time  and  a  triage  time  at  the  SFGH  ED 
were  available.  Of  these,  the  14  fatality  victims  had  a  mean  time  from  injury  to  triage  of  51 
minutes  with  a  median  of  60  minutes,  and  a  range  of  16  minutes  to  1  hour  and  20  minutes.  There 
were  89  nonfatality  victims  whose  time  from  injury  to  ED  triage  averaged  54  minutes,  with  a 
median  of  53  minutes,  and  range  of  9  minutes  to  3  hours  and  40  minutes.  We  did  not  have  data 
on  the  time  that  EMS  arrived  at  the  scene  and  the  time  that  EMS  arrived  at  the  ED . 

Table  36:  Hospital  Where  Firearm  Injury  Victims  Were  Treated:  San  Francisco,  1999 

Legal  Self-  Another- 


Overall 

Homicide 

Assault 

Suicide 

Intervention 

inflicted3 

inflicted*1 

Hospital  Treated 

n=167 

% 

n=14 

% 

n=137 

% 

n=2  % 

n=7 

% 

n=5  % 

n=2  % 

SFGH 

162 

97.0 

13 

92.8 

133 

97.1 

2  100.0 

7 

100.0 

5  100.0 

2  100.0 

Mount  Zion 

3 

1.8 

1 

7.1 

2 

1.5 

0 

0 

0 

0 

UCSF 

1 

0.6 

0 

1 

'  0.7 

0 

0 

0 

0 

St  Luke's 

1 

0.6 

0 

1 

0.7 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Notes:  There  were  6  victims  who  were  treated  initially  at  another  hospital  (two  at  Kaiser  SF,  one  at  Kaiser  Oakland,  and  3  at  St  Luke's). 
These  6  were  transferred  to  SFGH  and  are  not  included  in  the  "other"  hospital  counts,  but  are  included  in  the  SFGH  count. 
3Self-inflicted  incidents  are  those  in  which  victims  unintentionally  shot  themselves. 
"Another-inflicted  incidents  are  those  in  which  victims  were  unintentionally  shot  by  another  person. 
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Figure  78:  Treatment  of  Victims  at  San  Francisco  General  Hospital: 
San  Francisco,  1999 
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Length  of  Hospitalization  and  Injury  Severity 

Of  the  109  victims  who  were  admitted  to  SFGH,  47%  (51)  were  admitted  for  a  day  or  less  and 
37%  (40)  of  the  victims  stayed  more  than  four  days  (Table  37).  Of  the  64  fatalities,  16  were 
hospitalized  and  15  expired  in  less  than  1  day.  The  last  victim  died  1 1  days  after  the  incident. 
The  93  nonfatal  injury  victims  were  hospitalized  for  a  total  of  644  days,  with  an  average  length 
of  stay  of  7  days,  a  median  of  2  days,  and  a  range  from  1  to  58  days  (Figure  79).  Assault  victims 
accounted  for  92%  (86)  of  all  nonfatality  hospitalizations. 


Table  37:  Length  of  Hospitalization  at  San 
Francisco  General  Hospital,  by  Outcome: 
San  Francisco,  1999 
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Figure  79:  Length  of  Hospitalization  of  Firearm-related  Victims  at  San  Francisco 
General  Hospital,  by  Outcome:  San  Francisco,  1999 
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Approximately  37%  (32)  of  the  assault  victims  stayed  for  a  single  day  or  less,  and  44%  (38)  of 
the  assault  victims  stayed  four  or  more  days  (Table  38). 


Table  38:  Length  of  Hospitalization  at  San  Francisco 
General  Hospital,  by  Intent:  San  Francisco,  1999 
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0 
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0 

Note:  There  were  2  legal  intervention  fatalities  who  were  admitted  for  less  than  1  day. 
"Self-inflicted  incidents  are  those  in  which  victims  unintentionally  shot  themselves. 
bAnother-inflicted  incidents  are  those  in  which  victims  were  unintentionally  shot  by  another  person. 


Abbreviated  Injury  Scores  (AIS)  were  available  for  92  of  the  hospitalized  nonfatality  victims. 
As  Figure  80  shows,  54%  (50)  of  the  firearm-related  victims'  injuries  were  coded  as  serious, 
severe,  or  critical,  and  46%  (42)  were  coded  as  being  of  minor  to  moderate  severity. 
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Figure  80:  Abbreviated  Injury  Severity  Scores  for  Hospitalized  Victims  of 
Firearm-related  Injuries:  San  Francisco,  1999  (n=92) 

Note:  A  sinqle  AIS  was  unknown. 
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Ten  percent  (9)  of  the  victims  who  had  an  AIS  rated  as  critical  had  an  average  hospital  stay  of  35 
days.  And  44%  (41)  of  the  victims  who  had  a  serious  to  severe  injury  were  hospitalized  from  an 
average  of  5  to  16  days  (Figure  81). 
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Figure  81:  Average  Length  of  Hospitalization  for  Nonfatal  Firearm-related  Injuries,  by 
Abbreviated  Injury  Severity  (AIS)  Score:  San  Francisco,  1999 

Note:  Self-inflicted  incidents  are  those  in  which  victims  unintentionally  shot  themselves.  Another-inflicted  incidents  are 
those  in  which  victims  were  unintentionally  shot  by  another  person. 


Figure  82  shows  55%  (47)  of  the  assaults  resulted  in  serious,  severe,  or  critical  injuries.  None  of  the  other 
intents  resulted  in  any  severe  or  critical  injuries. 
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Figure  82:  Intent  of  Nonfatal  Firearm-related  Injury,  by  Victim's  Abbreviated  Injury 
Severity  (AIS)  Score:  San  Francisco,  1999 

Note:  Unintentional  victims  were  unintentionally  shot  by  another. 


Injury  Severity  Score  (ISS) 

Almost  45%  (42)  of  the  nonfatality  victims  who  were  hospitalized  had  an  Injury  Severity  Score  (ISS) 
between  1  and  8  (on  a  possible  scale  of  1-75),  32%  (30)  had  an  ISS  between  9  and  15,  and  22%  (20) 
had  an  ISS  ranging  from  16  to  75  (Figure  83).  As  the  ISS  increased,  the  length  of  stay  in  the  hospital 
also  increased  (Figure  84).  There  was  a  single  victim  with  an  ISS  of  75. 
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Figure  83:  Injury  Severity  Scores  for  Hospitalized  Victims  of 
Nonfatal  Firearm-related  Injuries:  San  Francisco,  1999  (n=92) 
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Figure  84:  Injury  Severity  Scores  for  Hospitalized  Victims  of 
Nonfatal  Firearm-related  Injuries,  by  Length  of  Stay:  San 
Francisco,  1999  (n=92) 
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Medical  Treatment  and  Hospitalization 
Survival  Time 

Forty-seven  percent  (30)  of  the  64  fatalities  died  within  30  minutes  or  less  of  the  time  of  the 
shooting.  Another  20  %  (13)  of  the  victims  died  within  1  hour.  The  longest  surviving  victim  died 
at  1 1  days  after  the  incident  (Figure  85). 


Figure  85:  Initial  Survival  Time  of  Firearm-related  Fatalities:  San  Francisco,  1999  (n=64) 

Note:  There  was  1  victim  who  survived  1-2  days,  1  who  survived  7  days,  and  1  who  survived  for  1 1  days.  There  were  3 
suicide  victims  with  unknown  survival  times  since  the  exact  time  of  injury  was  unknown. 
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Twenty-seven  of  the  40  homicide  victims  were  dead  at  the  scene,  and  3  were  dead  between  3 1 
and  59  minutes  after  the  time  of  injury.  There  was  a  single  homicide  victim  with  an  unknown 
time  of  survival.  Twelve  of  the  homicide  victims  who  were  admitted  to  SFGH  died  between  49 
minutes  and  20  hours  after  the  incident  (Figure  86). 
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Figure  86:  Survival  Time  for  Firearm-related  Homicide  Victims,  by  Location  of  Death: 
San  Francisco,  1999  (n=40) 
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Final  Disposition  of  Victims  Hospitalized  at  San  Francisco  General  Hospital 

Figure  87  shows  that  75%  (82)  of  the  victims  who  were  hospitalized  at  SFGH  were  discharged 
home,  10%  (11)  went  to  another  care  facility  (skilled  nursing,  rehabilitation,  acute  care,  HMO, 
and  other),  and  15%  (16)  died  while  hospitalized. 
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Figure  87:  Disposition  of  Firearm-related  Victims  Following  Hospitalization  at 
San  Francisco  General  Hospital:  San  Francisco,  1999  (n=109) 
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Medical  Insurance 

Of  the  victims  who  were  admitted  to  SFGH,  61%  (67)  relied  on  public  funds,  28%  (30)  used 
private  insurance  to  pay  hospitalization  costs,  6%  (6)  were  self-paid,  and  5%  (5)  used  an 
unknown  source  of  payment  (Figure  88).  The  California  State  hospitalization  and  death  data  for 
SF  County  in  1998  indicated  that  hospitalization  charges  for  gunshot  victims  averaged  $29,759 
per  victim.14  Thus,  it  can  be  estimated  that  these  109  admissions  represented  hospital  charges 
totaling  more  than  3.2  million  dollars,  with  1.9  million  having  been  paid  with  public  funds. 


Figure  88:  Source  of  Funding  of  Hospitalization  Costs: 
San  Francisco,  1999  (n=109) 


San  Francisco  Injury  Center  and  the  San  Francisco  Department  of  Public  Health.  Profile  of  Injury  in  San 
Francisco;  2001. 
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Bullet  Entry  and  Wound  Location 

Of  the  fatality  victims,  41%  (26)  received  a  single  bullet  wound,  16%  (10)  were  shot  with  a 
single  bullet  resulting  in  multiple  wounds,  and  44%  (28)  received  multiple  wounds  resulting 
from  multiple  bullets.  Sixteen  of  the  suicide  victims  sustained  a  single  gunshot  wound,  with  5 
sustaining  two  wounds.  The  wound  locations  are  shown  in  Figure  89  according  to  body  region. 
There  were  a  total  of  130  wounds  to  fatality  victims;  of  these  wounds,  30%  (39)  were  head 
injuries,  23%  (30)  were  thorax  injuries,  12%  (16)  were  face  injuries,  and  another  12%  (16)  were 
injuries  to  the  upper  extremities. 

Of  the  nonfatality  victims,  74%  (110)  received  a  single  bullet  wound,  7%  (1 1)  of  the  victims 
were  shot  with  a  single  bullet  resulting  in  multiple  wounds,  18%  (27)  received  multiple  wounds 
resulting  from  multiple  bullets,  and  one  victim  had  an  unknown  number  of  wounds  resulting 
from  an  unknown  number  of  bullets.  As  shown  in  Figure  89,  there  were  a  total  of  202  wound 
locations  to  nonfatality  victims.  Of  these  wounds,  twenty-eight  percent  (57)  were  lower 
extremity  injuries,  25%  (51)  were  upper  extremity  injuries,  and  18%  (36)  were  abdominal 
injuries.  For  nonfatality  victims  who  were  not  hospitalized,  the  number  of  bullet  wounds  and 
number  of  bullets  inflicting  injury  were  obtained  either  from  SFGH  ED  registry  database  or  from 
police  reports.  For  these  cases,  therefore,  the  available  information  regarding  the  number  of 
bullets  that  were  used  and  the  exact  wound  locations  was  less  precise. 
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Figure  89:  Initial  Location  of  Body  Wounds  for  Fatal  and  Nonfatal  Firearm-related  Injuries: 
San  Francisco,  1999 

Notes:  There  were  64  fatality  victims  sustaining  130  wounds  and  149  nonfatality  victims  sustaining  202  wounds,  for  332  wound 
locations.  The  percentages  represent  the  proportion  of  fatal  and  nonfatal  wounds,  respectively,  sustained  by  all  victims  in  that  body 
region.  There  was  a  single  unknown  wound  location  for  a  nonfatality  victim. 


|  H  -  Head  S  -  Spine  A  -  Abdomen,  lower  back 
j     N  -  Neck  F  -  Face        T  -  Thorax 

UE  -  Upper  extremities  LE  -  Lower  extremities 
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Alcohol  and  Drugs 

How  often  did  suicide  victims  test  positive  for  alcohol  and/or  drugs? 

Thirty-eight  percent  (8)  of  the  suicide  victims  tested  positive  for  alcohol  and/or  drugs. 

How  often  did  homicide  victims  test  positive  for  alcohol  and/or  drugs? 

Fifty-three  percent  (21)  tested  positive  for  alcohol  and/or  drugs. 

How  often  did  assault  victims  test  positive  for  alcohol  and/or  drugs? 

Currently,  there  is  no  routine  testing  of  assault  victims  for  alcohol  and/or  drugs  in  the  ED. 

How  often  were  non-illicit  drugs  detected  in  fatality  victims? 

There  were  14  (22%)  victims  who  tested  positive  for  non-illicit  drugs.  There  were  31  (48%) 
victims  who  tested  positive  for  non-illicit  drugs  as  well  as  illicit  drugs. 


In  this  section 

Presence  of  Alcohol  and  Drugs  in  Fatality  Victims 
Non-illicit  Drugs 

San  Francisco  Firearm  Injury  Reporting  System 


149 


Alcohol  and  Drugs 


1 50  San  Francisco  Firearm  Injury  Reporting  System 


Alcohol  and  Drugs 


Alcohol  and  Drugs 

Presence  of  Alcohol  and  Drugs  in  Fatality  Victims 

Of  the  64  deaths,  62  (97%)  victims  were  tested  for  alcohol,  with  24%  (15)  testing  positive.  Of 
those  who  tested  positive  for  alcohol,  47%  (7)  had  a  blood  alcohol  level  between  0.08%  and 
0.20%,  and  27%  (4)  had  a  blood  alcohol  level  over  0.20%. 


Ninety-five  percent  (61)  of  the  fatality  victims  were  tested  for  cocaine,  opiates,  antidepressants, 
and  amphetamines.  Thirty-six  percent  (22)  tested  positive  for  one  of  these  drugs.  Of  the  victims 
who  tested  positive  for  drugs,  68%  (15)  were  positive  for  cocaine,  27%  (6)  were  positive  for 
opiates,  and  23%  (5)  were  positive  for  amphetamines.  The  presence  of  two  of  these  drugs  was 
found  in  36%  (8)  of  these  victims  (Table  39).  There  were  no  fatalities  who  tested  positive  for 
more  than  two  of  these  drugs.  Table  39  also  shows  that  overall,  48%  (31)  of  the  fatality  victims 
tested  positive  for  alcohol,  or  drugs,  or  both,  and  53%  (21)  of  homicide  victims  tested  positive 
for  alcohol,  or  drugs,  or  both. 


Table  39:  Presence  of  Drugs  and  Alcohol  Levels  in  Firearm-related 
Fatalities,  by  Incident  Intent:3  San  Francisco,  1999 


Overall 

Homicide 

Suicide 

Legal  Intervention 

N=64 

% 

n=40 

% 

n=21 

% 

n=3 

% 

Tested  for  alcohol 

62 

96.9 

40 

100.0 

19 

90.5 

3 

100.0 

Positive  for  alcohol 

15 

24.2 

9 

22.5 

4 

21.1 

2 

66.7 

Blood  alcohol  level 

<0.08 

4 

26.7 

2 

22.2 

0 

2 

100.0 

0.08-0.20 

7 

46.7 

5 

55.6 

2 

50.0 

0 

>0.20 

4 

26.7 

2 

22.2 

2 

50.0 

0 

Tested  for  drugs 

61 

95.3 

40 

100 

18 

85.7 

3 

100.0 

Positive  for  drugs 

22 

36.1 

15 

37.5 

5 

27.8 

2 

66.7 

Presence  of  cocaine  or  metabolites 

15 

68.2 

13 

86.7 

1 

20.0 

1 

50.0 

Presence  of  opiates  or  metabolites 

6 

27.3 

5 

33.3 

1 

20.0 

0 

Presence  of  marijuana" 

1 

4.5 

1 

6.7 

0 

0 

Presence  of  antidepressants 

3 

13.6 

1 

6.7 

2 

40.0 

0 

Presence  of  amphetamines 

5 

22.7 

3 

20.0 

1 

20.0 

1 

50.0 

Presence  of  2  of  these  drugs 

8 

36.4 

7 

46.7 

0 

0 

Alcohol  and  the  presence  of  these  drugs 

5 

7.8 

3 

7.5 

1 

4.8 

1 

33.3 

Alcohol  or  the  presence  of  these  drugs 

26 

40.6 

18 

45.0 

7 

33.3 

2 

66.7 

Alcohol  and/or  drugs 

31 

48.4 

21 

52.5 

8 

38.1 

3 

100.0 

aData  on  drugs  and  alcohol  are  only  available  for  fatalities.  There  is  currently  no  routine  testing  on  victims  of  nonfatal  firearm 

injuries  at  San  Francisco  General  Hospital  Emergency  Department. 
"Testing  is  not  routinely  conducted  for  the  presence  of  marijuana. 


Sixty-four  percent  (41)  of  the  alcohol  and  drug  specimens  were  collected  within  24  hours  of 
death,  and  30%  (19)  were  collected  24  hours  or  more  following  death — with  delays  ranging  from 
1  day  and  10  minutes  to  2  days  and  15  hours  (Table  40). 
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Of  all  samples  that  were  collected  within  24  hours,  63%  (26)  were  drawn  from  victims  who  were 
pronounced  dead  at  the  scene. 


Table  40:  Presence  of  Alcohol  and  Drugs  in  Firearm-related  Fatalities,  by 
Time  of  Specimen  Collection:  San  Francisco,  1999 

Specimen  collected  Specimen  collected  greater 

Overall  within  24  Hours  of  death  than  24  hours  after  death 


N=64 

% 

n=41 

% 

n=19 

% 

Dead  at  scene 

n=47 

% 

n=26 

% 

n=13 

% 

Positive  for  alcohol 

9 

19.1 

3 

11.5 

3 

23.1 

Positive  for  drugs 

16 

34.0 

11 

42.3 

4 

30.8 

Positive  for  alcohol  and/or  drugs 

22 

46.8 

12 

46.2 

6 

46.2 

Admitted  to  SFGHED/hospital 

n=17 

% 

n=15 

% 

n=6 

% 

Positive  for  alcohol 

6 

35.3 

4 

26.7 

2 

33.3 

Positive  for  drugs 

6 

35.3 

4 

26.7 

2 

33.3 

Positive  for  alcohol  and/or  drugs 

10 

58.8 

4[Vj 

46.7 

2 

33.3 

Note:  There  was  a  single  toxicological  test  with  an  unknown  date  and  time,  2  of  the  tests  were  conducted  within  a  day  from  the 
death  and  1  test  was  conducted  less  than  a  day  from  death. 


Of  the  21  suicide  victims  with  known  specimen  times,  1 1  (52%)  toxicological  specimens  were 
obtained  within  the  first  24  hours  following  death.  Forty-eight  percent  (10)  of  the  suicide 
samples  were  obtained  greater  than  24  hours  following  death — ranging  from  1  day  and  10 
minutes  to  1  day  and  20  hours  later.  There  were  2  unknown  specimen  times,  but  in  each  case  it 
was  documented  that  the  sample  was  obtained  within  a  day  of  death.  Of  samples  taken  from 
suicide  victims  greater  than  24  hours  following  death  with  no  medical  intervention  from  an 
emergency  department  or  hospital,  67%  (6)  tested  positive  for  alcohol  and/or  drugs  (Table  41). 

Table  41 :  Time  of  Specimen  Collection  for  Firearm-related 

Suicides:  San  Francisco,  1999 

Specimen  Collected         Specimen  Collected  Greater 
Overall  Within  24  Hours  of  Death  than  24  Hours  of  Death 


N=21 

% 

n=11 

% 

n=10 

% 

Dead  at  scene 

n=19 

% 

n=10 

% 

n=9 

% 

Positive  for  alcohol 

4 

21.1 

1 

10.0 

3 

33.3 

Positive  for  drugs 

5 

26.3 

2 

20.0 

3 

33.3 

Positive  for  alcohol  and/or  drugs 

8 

42.1 

2 

20.0 

6 

66.7 

Admitted  to  SFGHED/hospital 

n=2 

% 

n=1 

% 

n=1 

% 

Positive  for  alcohol 

0 

0 

0 

Positive  for  drugs 

0 

0 

0 

Positive  for  alcohol  and/or  drugs 

0 

0 

0 

Non-illicit  Drugs 

Table  42  identifies  non-illicit  drugs  that  were  detected  during  autopsy,  some  of  which  were 
administered  during  medical  intervention  performed  by  either  EMS  or  the  SFGH  ED.  There  were 
14  (22%)  fatality  victims  who  tested  positive  for  the  non-illicit  drugs  that  are  identified  in  Table 
43.  Thirty-eight  percent  (24)  of  fatality  victims  tested  positive  for  alcohol  and/or  non-illicit 
drugs,  and  48%  (31)  tested  positive  for  drugs  (cocaine,  opiates,  antidepressants,  and 
amphetamines)  and/or  non-illicit  drugs  (Table  43). 
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Table  42:  Non-illicit  Drugs3  Detected  During  Autopsy  of 
Firearm-related  Fatalities:  San  Francisco,  1999 

ED,  EMS,        No  ED  No  ED  and 

Overall     hospital  yes     yes  EMS  no  EMS 

n=26  n=10  n=13  n=3 


Analgesic-narcotic 


Hydrocone 

2 

1 

1 

0 

Propoxyphene 

1 

0 

1 

0 

Norpropoxyphene 

1 

0 

1 

0 

Analgesic-nonnarcotic 

Acetaminophen 

1 

0 

1 

0 

Pentazocine 

1 

0 

1 

0 

Cardiac  drugs 

Lidocaine 

5 

5 

0 

0 

Decongestants 

Norephedrine 

2 

1 

1 

0 

Antihistamines 

Diphenhydramine 

2 

0 

2 

0 

Chlorpheniramine 

1 

0 

1 

0 

Bronchodilators 

Ephedrine 

5 

3 

2 

0 

Anti-anxiety  agents 

Diazepam 

2 

0 

1 

1 

Nordiazepam 

2 

0 

1 

1 

Miscellaneous 

Carbon  monoxide 

1 

0 

0 

1 

Non-illicit  drugs  are  those  drugs  that  are  not  cocaine,  opiates,  marijuana, 
antidepressants,  or  amphetamines,  but  are  drugs  that  are  normally  prescribed  or 
can  be  purchased  over-the-counter. 


Table  43:  Presence  of  Non-illicit  Drugs  in  Firearm-related  Fatalities:  San  Francisco,  1999 


Overall 

Homicide 

Suicide 

Legal  Intervention 

N=64 

% 

n=40 

% 

n=21 

% 

n=3  % 

Presence  of  non-illicit  drugs 

14 

21.9 

10 

25.0 

3 

14.3 

1  33.3 

Alcohol  and  non-illicit  drugs 

5 

7.8 

2 

5.0 

2 

9.5 

1  33.3 

Alcohol  or  non-illicit  drugs 

19 

29.7 

15 

37.5 

3 

14.3 

1  33.3 

Alcohol  and/or  non-illicit  drugs 

24 

37.5 

17 

42.5 

5 

23.8 

2  66.7 

Drugs  and  non-illicit  drugs 

5 

7.8 

3 

7.5 

1 

4.8 

1  33.3 

Drugs  or  non-illicit  drugs 

26 

40.6 

19 

47.5 

6 

28.6 

1  33.3 

Drugs  and/or  non-illicit  drugs 

31 

48.4 

22 

55.0 

7 

33.3 

2  66.7 
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How  many  firearms  were  booked  into  evidence? 

Fifty-two  (27%);  however,  only  16%  (25)  of  the  guns  used  in  a  homicide  or  an  assault  were  booked. 

How  often  were  multiple  firearms  used  in  these  incidents? 

In  8%  (14)  of  the  incidents. 

What  was  the  most  common  known  type  of  firearm  used  in  these  incidents? 

While  firearms  were  not  always  recovered,  based  on  other  evidence  89%  (129)  were  handguns, 
62%)  (57)  were  of  a  medium  caliber,  and  96%o  (139)  involved  a  conventional  or  semi-automatic 
firing  mechanism. 

If  the  injury  occurred  at  home,  how  was  the  firearm  stored? 

This  piece  of  information  was  not  consistently  documented. 

How  often  were  the  firearms  reported  stolen? 

Four  of  the  1 7  firearms  that  were  used  in  an  assault  were  reported  to  have  been  stolen.  Two  of  the  4 
guns  involved  in  a  legal  intervention  were  also  reported  stolen.  However,  this  piece  of  information 
is  not  consistently  documented  within  the  police  incident  report. 

Where  did  youth  obtain  the  firearm  they  used? 

This  piece  of  information  was  not  routinely  available. 

If  the  victim  had  a  felony  criminal  history,  how  did  they  obtain  the  firearm? 

This  piece  of  information  was  not  available. 


How  often  were  safety  features  present  on  the  gun? 

This  piece  of  information  was  not  routinely  collected. 

How  often  were  assault  rifles  involved  in  shootings? 

Assault  weapons  were  involved  in  6  incidents.  However,  in  one  of  these  incidents  the  weapon 
belonged  to  a  law  enforcement  officer,  and  in  another  incident  it  was  not  known  at  the  time  of 
incident  report  if  the  assault  weapon  retrieved  had  actually  been  used  in  the  incident. 

What  suspects  used  large  caliber  firearms? 

Young  people  aged  24  or  less  were  the  primary  users  of  large  caliber  firearms. 

Where  were  the  firearms  obtained? 

This  piece  of  information  was  not  available. 


In  this  section 

Fatal  and  Nonfatal  Firearm-related  Injuries 
Number  of  Firearms  by  Incident 
Ballistic  Information 

Type  of  Firearm,  Caliber,  Firing  Mechanism,  and  Make 
Relationship  of  Caliber  to  Victim's  Age  and  Known  Suspect's  Age 
Location  of  Caliber  of  Firearm  Used 
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Fatal  and  Nonfatal  Firearm-related  Injuries 
Number  of  Firearms  by  Incident 

There  were  176  firearm-related  incidents  involving  approximately  194  firearms.  Overall,  27% 
(52)  of  the  firearms  were  recovered.  Table  44  shows  the  number  of  firearms  that  were  recovered, 
grouped  by  incident  intent.  All  of  the  firearms  used  in  suicide  incidents  were  recovered,  followed 
20%  (8)  of  firearms  used  in  homicides,  by  14%  (17)  of  firearms  used  in  assaults . 


Table  44:  Firearms  Recovered,  by  Incident  Intent:  San  Francisco,  1999 


Number 

Number 

Number 

Firearms 

Percent 

Incident  intent 

of  incidents 

of  victims 

of  firearms 

recovered 

recovered 

Overall 

176 

213 

194 

52 

26.8 

Homicide 

38 

40 

40 

8 

20.0 

Assault 

106 

137 

118 

17 

14.4 

Suicide 

19 

21 

19 

19 

100.0 

Legal  Intervention 

6 

8 

10 

4 

40.0 

Self-inflicted3 

5 

5 

5 

2 

40.0 

Another-inflictedb 

2 

2 

2 

2 

100.0 

aSelf-inflicted  incidents  are  those  in  which  victims  unintentionally  shot  themselves. 
bAnother-inflicted  incidents  are  those  in  which  victims  were  unintentionally  shot  by  another  person. 


As  Table  45  shows,  in  93%  (164)  of  firearm-related  incidents  a  single  firearm  was  used.  Overall, 
in  only  8%  (14)  of  the  incidents  were  multiple  firearms  used. 

Table  45:  Number  of  Firearms  Used  per  Incident,  by  Incident  Intent:  San  Francisco,  1999 

Legal  Self-  Another- 


Overall 

Homicide 

Assault 

Suicide 

Intervention 

inflicted3 

inflicted" 

N=176 

% 

n=38  % 

n=106 

% 

n=19  % 

n=6 

% 

n=5  % 

n=2  % 

One 

164 

93.2 

36  94.7 

99 

93.4 

19  100.0 

3 

50.0 

5  100.0 

2  100.0 

Two 

12 

6.8 

2  5.3 

8 

7.5 

0 

2 

33.3 

0 

0 

Three 

2 

1.1 

0 

1 

0.9 

0 

1 

16.7 

0 

0 

aSelf-inflicted  incidents  are  those  in  which  victims  unintentionally  shot  themselves. 
bAnother-inflicted  incidents  are  those  in  which  victims  were  unintentionally  shot  by  another  person. 


Ballistic  Information 

Table  46  shows  sources  of  ballistic  information-other  than  the  recovered  firearm  itself— 
regarding  the  firearm  used,  including:  bullets  or  casings  recovered  from  the  scene,  findings 
documented  from  the  Medical  Examiner's  report,  and  eyewitness  accounts  from  either  the  victim 
or  other  sources.  Physical  evidence  was  recovered  for  57%  (1 10)  of  all  firearm-related  incidents 
and  physical  evidence  was  recovered  in  80%  (32)  of  homicide  incidents.  Overall,  bullet(s)  and/or 
casing(s)  were  recovered  from  the  scene  for  32%  (62)  and  38%  (74)  of  all  firearm-related 
incidents,  respectively. 
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Table  46:  Evidence  Recovered  for  Each  Firearm  Used,  by  Incident  Intent:  San  Francisco,  1999 


Legal 


Self- 


Another- 


Overall 

Homicide 

Assault 

Suicide 

Intervention 

inflicted 

b 

inflicted0 

n=194 

% 

n=40 

% 

n=118 

% 

n=19 

% 

n=10 

% 

n=5 

% 

n=2  % 

Physical  evidence  recovered3 

110 

56.7 

32 

80.0 

50 

42.4 

19 

100.0 

6 

60.0 

2 

40.0 

1  50.0 

Bullet  recovered 

62 

32.0 

22 

55.0 

25 

21.2 

12 

63.2 

.A  s 

10.0 

1 

20.0 

1  50.0 

Casing  recovered 

74 

38.1 

20 

50.0 

39 

33.1 

11 

57.9 

3 

30.0 

0 

1  50.0 

Informant  information 

62 

32.0 

3 

7.5 

53 

44.9 

0 

4 

40.0 

2 

40.0 

0 

Both  physical  and  informant 

8 

4.1 

3 

7.5 

4 

3.4 

0 

0 

0 

1  50.0 

No  firearm  information  available11 

14 

7.2 

2 

5.0 

11 

9.3 

0 

0 

1 

20.0 

0 

aPhysical  evidence  includes  firearm,  bullet,  casing,  and  other  information  found  at  the  scene  to  help  identify  the  firearm. 
"Self-inflicted  incidents  are  those  in  which  victims  unintentionally  shot  themselves. 
cAnother-inflicted  incidents  are  those  in  which  victims  were  unintentionally  shot  by  another  person. 

alf  firearm  information  is  indicated  as  unavailable,  none  of  the  incident  reports  contained  any  indication  that  physical  evidence  was  recovered,  nor 
was  any  other  information  reported  on  the  type  of  firearm  used. 

Type  of  Firearm,  Caliber,  Firing  Mechanism,  and  Make 

Of  all  firearms  used  to  cause  injury  or  death,  67%  (129)  were  handguns,  followed  by  5%  (9) 
shotguns,  and  3%  (6)  assault  weapons.  No  information  was  reported  on  the  firearm  type  for  25% 
(49)  of  the  incidents  (Table  47,  Figure  90). 


Table  47:  Type  of  Firearm  Used,  by  Incident  Intent:  San  Francisco,  1999 


Overall 


Homicide 


Assault 


Suicide 


Legal 
Intervention 


Self- 
inflicted3 


Another- 
inflicted" 


n=194 

% 

n=40 

% 

n=118 

% 

n=19 

% 

n=10 

% 

n=5 

% 

n=2 

% 

Handgun 

129 

66.5 

23 

57.5 

76 

64.4 

16 

84.2 

8 

80.0 

4 

80.0 

2 

100.0 

Rifle 

1 

0.5 

0 

0 

1 

5.3 

0 

0 

0 

Shotgun 

9 

4.6 

4 

10.0 

3 

2.5 

2 

10.5 

0 

0 

0 

Assault  weaponc 

6 

3.1 

3 

7.5 

2 

1.7 

0 

1 

10.0 

0 

0 

Unknown 

49 

25.2 

10 

25.0 

37 

31.4 

0 

1 

10.0 

1 

20.0 

0 

aSelf-inflicted  incidents  are  those  in  which  victims  unintentionally  shot  themselves. 

bAnother-inflicted  incidents  are  those  in  which  victims  were  unintentionally  shot  by  another  person. 

cAssault  weapons  include  submachine  guns.  Please  see  Glossary  and  Appendix  for  description  of  assault  weapons. 


Rifle 


Assault  weapon 


Shotgun 


Unknown 


Handgun 
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Figure  90:  Firearm  Type  Used:  San  Francisco,  1999  (n=195) 
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Seventy- two  percent  (139)  of  the  reported  firearms  used  a  conventional  or  semi-automatic  firing 
mechanism,  and  3%  (6)  of  the  firearms  used  an  automatic  firing  mechanism  (Table  48). 


Table  48:  Firing  Mechanism  of  Firearms  Used,  by  Incident  Intent:  San  Francisco,  1999 


Overall 


Homicide 


Assault 


Suicide 


Legal 
Intervention 


Self- 
inflicted11 


Another- 
inflicted0 


n=194 

% 

n=40 

% 

n=118 

% 

n=19 

% 

n=10 

% 

n=5 

% 

n=2 

% 

Semiautomatic3 

139 

71.6 

27 

67.5 

79 

66.9 

19 

100.0 

8 

80.0 

4 

80.0 

2 

100.0 

Automatic 

6 

3.1 

3 

7.5 

2 

1.7 

0 

1 

10.0 

0 

0 

Unknown 

49 

25.3 

10 

25.0 

37 

31.4 

0 

1 

10.0 

1 

20.0 

0 

includes  conventional  firing  mechanism  including  rifles  and  shotguns. 
"Self-inflicted  incidents  are  those  in  which  victims  unintentionally  shot  themselves. 


cAnother-inflicted  incidents  are  those  in  which  victims  were  unintentionally  shot  by  another  person. 

As  Table  49  shows,  a  medium  caliber  firearm  was  most  frequently  used.  Of  the  firearms  for 
which  caliber  was  known,  approximately  62%  (57)  were  of  medium  size  (>.32  and  <10mm/.40) 
and  21%  (19)  were  of  large  caliber  (>=10mm/.40)  (Figure  91) 
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Table  49:  Caliber  and  Gauge  of  Firearms  Used,  by  Incident  Intent:  San  Francisco,  1999 


Legal 


Self- 


Another- 


Overall 

Homicide 

Assault 

Suicide 

Intervention 

inflicted" 

inflicted0 

n=194 

% 

n=40 

% 

n=118 

% 

n=19 

% 

n=10 

% 

n=5 

% 

n=2  % 

Small3 

16 

8.2 

5 

12.5 

7 

5.9 

3 

15.8 

0 

1 

20.0 

0 

Medium 

57 

29.4 

14 

35.0 

25 

21.2 

11 

57.9 

3 

30.0 

2 

40.0 

2  100 

Large 

19 

9.8 

3 

7.5 

11 

9.3 

2 

10.5 

2 

20.0 

1 

20.0 

0 

Unknown 

93 

47.9 

15 

37.5 

72 

61.0 

0 

5 

50.0 

1 

20.0 

0 

Shotgun  Gauge 

9 

4.6 

3 

7.5 

3 

2.5 

3 

15.8 

0 

0 

6 

aSmall  caliber:  <=.32;  medium  caliber:  >.32  and  <10mm/.40;  large  caliber:  >=10mm/.40 
"Self-inflicted  incidents  are  those  in  which  victims  unintentionally  shot  themselves. 
°Another-inflicted  incidents  are  those  in  which  victims  were  unintentionally  shot  by  another  person. 
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Figure  91:  Caliber  and  Gauge  of  Firearms  Used:  San  Francisco,  1999  (n=194) 


1  denominator  used  was  194  minus  the  unknowns  minus  the  shotguns;  overall,  the  denominator  was  92. 
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Information  on  the  make  of  the  firearm  was  available  for  only  25%  (48)  of  the  guns  that  were 
involved  in  a  firearm-related  injury.  As  Table  46  shows,  some  of  the  makes  were  identified  by 
the  victim  or  by  a  witness,  thus  the  number  of  makes  by  intent  do  not  necessarily  equal  the 
number  of  firearms  that  were  recovered  from  the  incidents.  The  reported  firearm  makes  are 
shown  in  Table  50.  Nineteen  percent  (10)  of  the  guns  recovered  were  Smith  &  Wesson,  followed 
by  10%  (5)  each  for  Colt,  Sturm  Ruger,  and  Taurus. 


Table  50:  Make  of  Firearms  Identified,  by  Incident  Intent:  San  Francisco,  1999 

Overall 

Homicide 

Assault 

Suicide 

Legal 
Intervention 

Self- 
inflicted 

II  llllv  \J 

AnothGr- 
inflirtpri 

1 1  1 1 1 1  w  lv \J 

n=194 

n=40a 

n=l  18 

n=19 

n=10 

n=5b 

n=2° 

uriKi  lown 

1 AR 

LA 

1  m 

I  U  I 

u 

7 

o 
O 

u 

rvossi,  rMmaueo 

A 
I 

u 

i 

n 
u 

n 
u 

u 

u 

Derena 

1 
I 

u 

i 

u 

u 

u 

u 

Bryco 

A 
I 

u 

* 

\ 

u 

u 

u 

U 

a 

u 

o 

£. 

a 

U 

u 

U 

Feg  Union 

A 

1 

U 

U 

n 

u 

* 
1 

u 

U 

Llama 

A 

1 

u 

U 

u 

U 

A 

1 

U 

olOCK 

o 

Z 

U 

A 

\ 

U 

n 
U 

u 

1 

Heckler  &  Koch 

2 

o 

o 

1 

1 

o 

o 

Hi-Point 

1 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Harrington  & 
Richardson 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 

0 

Lorcin 

1 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Mossberg 

1 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Raven 

1 

0 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

Remington 

1 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Savage  Arms 

1 

0 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

Sturm  Ruger 

5 

0 

3 

2 

0 

0 

0 

Smith  &  Wesson 

10 

0 

4 

6 

0 

0 

0 

Taurus 

5 

0 

1 

2 

1 

0 

1 

Victor 

1 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Walther 

1 

0 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

Winchester 

1 

0 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

Uzi 

1 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Lawman 

1 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Mac  assault 

1 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

F  Llipetta 

1 

0 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

Identified  Makes 

48 

5 

17 

19 

3a 

2 

2 

Recovered  Gun 

52 

8 

17 

19 

4 

2 

2 

aHomicide — there  was  a  single  unknown  type  of  assault  rifle  and  no  make  was  provided.  There  were  2  guns  that  also  had  no 
make  identified  even  though  it  was  recovered.  Legal  Intervention  also  had  a  single  firearm  where  the  make  was  not  recorded. 
bSelf-inflicted  incidents  are  those  in  which  victims  unintentionally  shot  themselves. 
cAnother-inflicted  incidents  are  those  in  which  victims  were  unintentionally  shot  by  another  person. 
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Relationship  of  Caliber  to  Victim's  Age  and  Known  Suspect's  Age 

Figures  92  to  94  display  the  relationship  between  the  suspect's  known  age  and  the  victim's  agi 
grouped  by  caliber  of  firearm  if  known  for  all  homicide  and  assault  incidents.  If  multiple 
suspects  were  involved  in  the  incident  and  if  only  a  single  firearm  was  used,  an  average  of  the 
suspects'  ages  was  computed  to  compare  to  the  victim's  age. 

Suspect's  Age 

90 

80 
70 
60 
50 
40 
30 
20 
10 
0 

0        10       20       30       40       50       60       70       80  90 

Victim's  Age 

Figure  92:  Relationship  Between  Victim's  Age  and 
Suspect's  Known  Age  for  Incidents  Involving  Use  of  Small 
Caliber  Firearms:  San  Francisco,  1999  (n-12) 
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Figure  93:  Relationship  Between  Victim's  Age  and  Suspect's 
Known  Age  for  Incidents  Involving  Use  of  Medium  Caliber 
Firearms:  San  Francisco,  1999  (n=34) 
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Figure  94:  Relationship  Between  Victim's  Age  and  Suspect's 
Known  Age  for  Incidents  Involving  Use  of  Large  Caliber 
Firearms:  San  Francisco,  1999  (n=17) 


Suspects  aged  17  to  48  years  with  a  mean  age  of  26  and  a  median  of  22  used  small  caliber  firearms 
(Table  51).  Medium  caliber  firearms  were  used  by  suspects  aged  17  to  63,  with  a  mean  age  of  30  and  a 
median  of  25  years.  Sixty-five  percent  (1 1)  of  the  suspects  with  a  known  age  who  used  a  large  caliber 
firearm  were  aged  24  years  or  less. 

Table  51:  Suspect's  Age,  by  Caliber  of  Firearm 
Used:  San  Francisco,  1999 


Caliber 


Small  (n=12) 
Medium  (n=34) 
Large  (n=17) 


Suspect's  Age 
Mean  Median  Range 


26 
30 
24 


22 
25 
23 


17-48 

17-  63 

18-  50 
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Location  of  Caliber  of  Firearm  Used 

Figure  95  shows  the  location  of  the  incident  by  the  type  of  caliber  used.  Large  caliber  firearms 
were  primarily  used  in  zip  codes  94124,  941 12,  and  941 10. 


♦   Small  Caliber  n=17      #  Gauge  n=10 
▼  Medium  Caliber  n=77    •   Unknown  Caliber  n=1 10 
M  Large  Caliber  n=26 


Figure  95:  Location  of  Firearm-related  Injury  Incident,  by  Firearm  Caliber  and  Gauge: 
San  Francisco,  1999  (n=240) 

Note:  There  were  2  incidents  with  unknown  locations  that  are  not  included.  The  following  data  points  overlapped:  1  small  caliber,  27 
medium  calibers,  9  large  calibers,  and  1  gauge. 
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How  often  were  there  multiple  suspects? 

In  37%  (53)  of  the  homicide  and  assault  incidents  multiple  suspects  were  involved. 

How  many  of  suspects  were  24  years  of  age  or  younger? 

Forty  percent  (94),  with  7%  (16)  aged  18  or  less. 

In  what  proportion  of  homicide  and  assault  incidents  were  police  able  to  book  and  charge 
suspects? 

Thirty-two  percent  (12)  of  homicide  and  23%  (24)  of  assault  incidents. 

How  many  suspects  had  a  criminal  history? 

Seventy-five  percent  (61)  of  the  identified  suspects. 

What  was  the  court  disposition  of  the  charged  suspect's? 

This  piece  of  follow-up  information  was  not  available. 

In  what  neighborhood  did  these  homicide  and  assault  suspects  live? 

Twenty-five  percent  (13)  resided  in  the  Bayview /Hunter's  Point,  21%  (11)  resided  in 
Ingleside/Excelsior '/Crocker  Amazon,  and9%>  (5)  resided  in  Visitacion  Valley. 

How  many  suspects  were  nonresidents? 

Twenty-seven  percent  (20)  resided  outside  of  SF  County. 


In  this  section 

Fatal  and  Nonfatal  Firearm-related 

Injuries 

Suspects  Involved 
Age 

Race/Ethnicity 
Residence 

Violations  Identified  and  Bookings 
Gang 
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Fatal  and  Nonfatal  Firearm-related  Injuries 
Suspects  Involved 

There  were  approximately  248  suspects  identified,  with  10  of  these  suspects  classified  both  as  a 
victim  and  as  a  suspect  (Table  52).  Two  of  these  suspects  committed  suicide  after  killing  the 
victim(s).  Two  of  the  shooters  were  police  officers  who  shot  persons  committing  crimes  and 
were  themselves  injured,  one  suspect  was  injured  after  shooting  others  in  a  legal  intervention 
incident,  and  the  remaining  5  assault  suspects  were  also  wounded  and  were  therefore  themselves 
victims. 

Table  52:  Characteristics  of  Firearm-related  Shooters, 


by  Incident  Intent:  San  Francisco,  1999 

Total 
number 

Total  number 

Law 

enforcement      Both  a  victim 

Law 
enforcement 
officers:  both 
victim  and 

Intent 

Incidents 

of  victims 

of  suspects 

(shooters)       and  a  suspect 

shooter 

Overall 

176 

213 

230 

8  8 

2 

Homicide 

38 

40 

61 

0  0 

0 

Assault 

106 

137 

165 

0  5 

0 

Suicide 

19 

21 

0 

0  2 

0 

Legal  Intervention 

6 

8 

2 

8  1 

2 

Another-inflicted3 

2 

2 

2 

0  0 

0 

Self-inflicted" 

5 

5 

0 

0  0 

0 

aAnother-inflicted  incidents  are  those  in  which  victims  were  unintentionally  shot  by  another  person. 
bSelf-inflicted  incidents  are  those  in  which  victims  unintentionally  shot  themselves. 

Figure  96  describes  for  clarification  the  breakdown  of  the  victims  and  suspects  who  were 
involved  in  legal  interventions.  A  complete  discussion  of  legal  intervention  incidents  is  found 
later  in  this  report. 


6  Legal  Intervention  Incidents 


5  Victims 


i  Shooters,  law 
enforcement 
officers 


3  Both  victims  and 
shooters 


2  Civilian  suspects 


2  Fatalities, 
civilians 


2  Nonfatalities, 
civilians 


1  Nonfatality, 
law  enforcement 
officer 


2  Nonfatalities, 
law  enforcement 
officers 


1  Fatality,  civilian 


Figure  96:  Law  Enforcement  Officers,  Victims,  and  Suspects  Involved  in  Firearm-related 
Injuries:  San  Francisco,  1999 
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Table  53  displays  the  nature  of  identifying  information  known  regarding  suspects,  by  intent  of 
incident.  It  is  important  to  note  that  the  term  suspects  signifies  anyone  who  may  have  been 
involved  in  the  shooting  incident.  Suspects  can  be  simply  "described"  by  gender,  age  or 
race/ethnicity.  If  additional  information  was  available,  such  as  birthdate,  address,  etc.,  these 
suspects  were  classified  as  "identified."  A  number  of  suspects  were  not  only  identified,  but  also 
"booked  and  charged"  for  the  shooting  incident. 

Overall,  in  incidents  where  all  suspects  could  be  described,  65%  (98)  of  the  incidents,  177 
suspects  were  described.  And  in  incidents  where  all  suspects  could  be  identified,  24%  (37)  of  the 
incidents — 57  suspects  were  identified.  Finally,  in  26%  (39)  of  the  incidents  there  were  58 
suspects  who  were  booked  and  charged  for  the  shooting.  As  shown  in  Table  53,  there  were  also  9 
incidents  that  involved  9  victims  who  were  booked  for  the  incident. 

Table  53:  Number  of  Victims  and  Suspects  Described,  Identified,  and 
Booked  and  Charged,  by  Incident  Intent:  San  Francisco,  1999 

Described3 

Identified  by  witness  or  Identified3 
victim-estimated  age,  Identified  with  date 


Incident  (n) 

race/ethnicity 
Suspects  Incidents 

% 

of  birth,  name 
Suspects  Incidents 

% 

Victims 

Booked  and  charged 
Incidents      %  Suspects" 

Incidents 

% 

Homicide  n=38 

47 

26 

68.4 

21 

15 

39.5 

0 

0 

13 

12 

31.6 

Assault  n=106 

125 

68 

64.2 

31 

18 

17.0 

4 

4 

3.8 

41 

24 

23.0 

Legal0  n=2 

3 

2 

100.0 

3 

2 

100.0 

2 

2 

100.0 

2 

1 

25.0 

Self-inflicted0  n=4 

0 

0 

0 

0 

3 

3 

75.0 

0 

0 

Another-inflictedd 

n=2 

2 

2 

100.0 

2 

2 

100.0 

0 

0 

2d 

2 

100.0 

Overall6  n=152 

177 

98 

64.5 

57 

37 

24.3 

9 

9 

5.9 

58 

39 

25.7 

aThe  percents  are  the  number  of  incidents  in  which  suspects  were  described/identified  divided  by  the  total  number  of  incidents  for  that  specific 
group.  The  following  homicide  and  assault  incidents  are  not  included  above: 
Homicide  incidents: 

Described:2  homicide  incidents  involving  4  suspects  where  2  of  the  suspects  were  identified  and  2  were  not.  These  incidents  and  suspects 
were  not  included. 

Identified:  3  homicide  incidents  involving  10  suspects  where  3  suspects  were  identified  and  7  were  not.  These  incidents  and  suspects  were 
not  included. 

Booked  and  Charged:  If  one  suspect  was  booked  and  the  other  suspect  was  not  or  was  unknown  that  incident  was  included.  Two  of  the 
suspects  who  were  involved  in  a  homicide  killed  themselves  and  were  therefore  not  booked. 

Assault  incidents: 

Described:  1  assault  incident  involving  3  suspects,  where  2  were  described  and  1  was  not  described.  This  incident  and  the  3  suspects 
involved  were  not  included. 

Identified:  6  assault  incidents  involving  21  suspects,  where  13  suspects  were  not  identified  and  8  suspects  were  identified.  These  incidents 
and  the  suspects  involved  were  not  included. 

"Suspects  also  included-suspects  who  were  both  victims  and  suspects  (ptype=3)  n=4. 

There  was  a  single  law  enforcement  officer  who  suffered  a  nonfatal  self-inflicted  injury  that  is  not  included.  Legal  intervention  does  not  include  law 
enforcement  officers,  1  suspect/victim  dead  so  only  2  suspects  available  to  be  booked  for  only  a  single  incident.  Self-inflicted  incidents  are  those 
in  which  victims  unintentionally  shot  themselves. 

d1  another-inflicted  suspect  was  booked  into  Youth  Guidance  Center.  Another-inflicted  incidents  are  those  in  which  victims  were  unintentionally 
shot  by  another  person. 

8  Incidents  not  included  in  the  overall  are  the  19  suicide  +  1  self-inflicted  +  4  legal  interventions  =24,  so  152+24=176  incidents. 

The  number  of  suspects  per  incident  was  based  on  information  documented  in  the  Police  Report 
or  Medical  Examiner's  report.  However,  in  23%  (33)  of  the  incidents  the  exact  number  of 
suspects  involved  was  not  known  (Table  54,  Figure  97).  This  was  due  to  either  a  lack  of  known 
witnesses,  or  witnesses  or  victims  were  reluctant  to  provide  information — but  the  injury  was 
obviously  not  a  self-inflicted  wound,  based  on  medical  information.  Thus,  these  incidents  were 
classified  as  involving  a  single  unknown  suspect.  Overall,  in  40%  (58)  of  the  incidents  a  single 
suspect  was  involved  in  the  shooting. 
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Table  54:  Number  of  Suspects,  by  Homicide 
and  Assault  Incidents:  San  Francisco,  1999 

Overall3       Homicide  Assault 


Number  of  Suspects  Involved  in  Incident 

N=144 

% 

n=38 

% 

n=106 

% 

Single 

58 

40.3 

15 

39.5 

41 

38.7 

Two 

34 

23.6 

7 

18.4 

27 

25.5 

Three 

10 

6.9 

3 

7.9 

7 

6.6 

Four 

6 

4.2 

2 

5.3 

4 

3.8 

Five 

1 

0.7 

0 

1 

0.9 

Six 

2 

1.4 

1 

2.6 

1 

0.9 

Uncertain  but  at  least  1 

33 

22.9 

8 

21.1 

25 

23.6 

'There  were  32  of  the  176  incidents  not  included  in  these  counts:  19  suicides,  5  self-inflicted,  6  legal 
interventions,  and  2  another-inflicted  incidents. 


Percent 


Assault  n=106 
■Homicide  n=38 
@  Overall  n=144 


Single  Two  Three  Four  Five  Six        Unsure  but  at 

least  1 

Number  of  Suspects  Involved 


Figure  97:  Intent  of  Firearm-related  Injury  Incidents,  by  Number  of  Suspects 
Believed  to  Have  Been  Involved:  San  Francisco,  1999 
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Age 

There  were  143  (60%)  suspects  with  a  known  or  estimated  age  not  including  law  enforcement 
officers  (there  were  10  law  enforcement  officers  and  their  demographic  data  were  not  collected). 
Ages  ranged  from  13  to  63  years  with  a  mean  of  25  and  a  medium  of  23.  Twenty-seven  percent 
(65)  of  the  suspects  were  between  the  ages  of  20  and  24,  15%  (35)  were  between  the  ages  of  25 
and  34,  40%  (94)  of  the  suspects  were  under  25  years  of  age,  and  40%  (95)  of  the  suspects  were 
of  unknown  age  (Figure  98). 


Assault  n=170 
iHomicide  n=63 
3  Overall  n=238a 


0-14 


15-19 


20-24 


25-34  35-44 
Age  Group 


45-64 


65+ 


Unknown 


Figure  98:  Incident  Intent  of  Assaultive  Firearm-related  Injuries,  by  Suspect's 
Age:  San  Francisco,  1999 

"Overall  includes  2  suspects  in  another-inflicted  injury  incidents  and  3  suspects  involved  in  legal  interventions  who 
were  not  law  enforcement  officers. 
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Race/Ethnicity 

Of  the  238  suspects  involved  in  assaultive  incidents,  race/ethnicity  was  described  for  70%  (167) 
of  the  suspects.  Of  these,  45%  (106)  were  African  Americans,  13%  (30)  were  Asian,  and  11% 
(27)  were  Hispanic  (Figure  99). 


Figure  99:  Incident  Intent  of  Assaultive  Firearm-related  Injuries,  by  Suspect's 
Race/Ethnicity:  San  Francisco,  1999 

aOverall  includes  2  suspects  in  another-inflicted  injury  incidents  and  3  suspects  in  legal  intervention  injury  incidents. 


San  Francisco  Firearm  Injury  Reporting  System 


171 


Suspects 


Residence 

Of  the  238  suspects  that  were  involved  in  these  firearm  incidents,  31%  (74)  had  a  known 
address,  with  73%  (54)  being  SF  residents.  Of  the  233  suspects  who  were  involved  in  a  homicide 
or  an  assault,  30%  (71)  had  an  address  identified.  Of  these,  73%  (52)  were  residents  of  San 
Francisco  (Figure  100). 


Percent 


Alameda      Contra        Marin  San       San  Mateo     Solano         San  Unknown 

Costa  Francisco  Joaquin 


County  of  Residence 

Figure  100:  Incident  Intent  of  Assaultive  Firearm-related  Incidents,  by 
Suspect's  County  of  Residence:  San  Francisco,  1999 
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Figure  101  shows  the  neighborhood  of  residency  for  the  homicide  and  assault  suspects  known  to 
have  resided  in  SF  County.  Twenty- five  percent  (13)  were  residents  of  Bayview/Hunter's  Point 
and  21%  (11)  were  residents  of  Ingleside/Excelsior/Crocker  Amazon. 


Presido  /  Treasure  Island 
Twin  Peaks  /  Glen  Park 
St.  Francis  Wood  /  Miraloma  Park 
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Figure  101:  Neighborhood  of  Residence  of  Homicide  and  Assault  Firearm  Incident 
Suspects:  San  Francisco,  1999  (n=52) 
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Violations  Identified  and  Bookings 

Table  55  shows  the  violation  description  and  penal  code  citation  for  all  of  the  firearm-related 
incidents,  as  reported  on  the  Police  Incident  Reports.  Of  the  264  violations  identified,  29%  (76) 
were  for  aggravated  assault  with  a  gun;  15%  (40)  for  homicide  with  a  gun;  12%  (32)  for 
assault-attempted  homicide  with  a  gun;  6%  (16)  for  suicide  by  firearm;  and  6%  (16)  for  robbery. 

There  were  3  suspects  who  were  killed,  thus,  of  the  81  identified  suspects  only  78  were  eligible 
to  be  booked.  Of  these,  74%  (58)  were  booked  and  charged  (there  was  a  single  suspect  who  was 
booked  into  the  Youth  Guidance  Center  (YGC)).  Of  the  151  violations  asserted  against  the 
charged  suspects,  18%  (27)  asserted  assault-attempted  homicide  with  a  gun;  1 1%  (16)  asserted 
aggravated  assault  with  a  gun,  7%  (11)  asserted  homicide,  and  7%  (11)  asserted  robbery. 
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Table  55:  Violations  Reflected  in  Firearm-related  Incidents:  San  Francisco,  1999  (n=264) 

Number  of 

Number  of 

Number  of 

Violation 

violations 
identified 

suspects 
booked 

victims 
booked 

Penal  code 

SF  violation  code 

Assault,  Aggravated  w/gun 

76 

16 

245(a)(2)-(b) 

04011 

Homicide  w/gun 

40 

11 

187 

01001 

Assault,  att.  homicide  w/gun 

32 

27 

2 

664/187 

04021 

Suicide  by  Firearms 

16 

60150 

Death  report,  cause  unknown 

9 

61030 

Shooting  into  inhabited  dwelling/occupied  vehicle 

5 

1 

246 

04081 

Warrant  arrest,  local  SF  warrant 

5 

63010 

Conspiracy  defined  by  punishment 

5 

182a1 

Punishment  of  accessories 

5 

33 

Homicide,  justifiable  by  police  officer  w/gun 

4 

196 

01051 

Robbery,  street  w/gun 

4 

6 

212.5c 

03011 

Weapon,  carrying  concealed 

4 

1 

12025 

12015 

Destroying  or  concealing  documents 

4 

135 

Resisting  or  obstructing  police 

4 

148 

Assault,  aggravated,  w/force 

3 

2 

1 

245a.  1 

04014 

Gang  activity  (secondary  only) 

3 

19400 

Criminal  street  gang  activity 

3 

186.22a 

Warrant  arrest,  en-route  to  outside  jurisdiction 

•  3 

62050 

Homicide,  drive-by 

2 

189 

01007 

Robbery,  comm'l  establ.  w/gun 

2 

212.5c 

03021 

Robbery,  residence,  w/gun 

2 

212.5a 

03051 

Robbery,  att.,  street  w/gun 

2 

3 

664/2 12.5b 

03411 

Robbery  att.  w/gun 

2 

664/21 2.5c 

03471 

Firearm,  negligent  discharge 

2 

4 

246.3 

04080 

Firearm,  possession  by  prohibited  person 

2 

2 

1 

12021 

12080 

Firearm,  possession  of  loaded  firearm 

2 

2 

12031 

12100 

Unknown 

2 

15500 

Cocaine  offense 

2 

2 

11350  H&S 

16620 

Conspiracy 

2 

10 

182 

26080 

Shooting,  accidental 

2 

51030 

Suspicious  occurrence 

2 

64070 

Burglary,  apartment/house,  forcible  entry 

2 

459 

05011 

Traffic  violation 

2 

1559 

Unknown  description 

4 

22450,2440 

Rape  forcible  w/gun 

1 

261.2 

02001 

Robbery,  comm'l  estab.  w/force 

1 

212.5c 

03024 

Robbery,  bank  w/gun 

1 

212.5c 

03061 

Robbery,  w/gun 

1 

212.5c 

03071 

Robbery,  vehicle  for  hire,  att.  w/gun 

; 

2 

664/21 2.5a 

03481 

Assault,  aggravated  w/other  weapon/gun 

2 

245a1 

04013 

Assault,  att.  homicide  w/  other  weapon 

664/187 

04023 

Assault,  aggravated,  on  police  officer  w/gun 

1 

245d 

04071 

Assault  aggravated,  on  police  off.  w/  other  weapon 

245c 

04073 

Firearm,  discharge  at  building 

1 

246 

04082 

Firearm,  discharging  in  grossly  negligent  manner 

2 

246.3 

04083 

Battery  with  serious  injuries 

243d 

04136 

Battery  of  a  police  officer 

1 

243c 

04154 

Burglary,  residence,  forcible  entry 

1 

459 

05041 

Weapon,  carrying  concealed,  with  felony  or  narcotics 
conviction 

1 

2 

12025b(1-2) 

12010 

Firearm,  discharging  within  city  limits 

1 

1290  MPC 

12027 

Weapon,  deadly  imitation  or  laser  scope  exhibiting 

2 

417-417.4 

12030 

Weapon,  prohibited  possession/sale/mfg/import 

1 

1 

12020 

12120 

Domestic  violence  (secondary  only) 

15200 

Marijuana  offense 

11357b  H&S 

16010 

Unknown 

16623 

Firearm,  armed  while  possessing  controlled  substance 

11370.1  H&S 

16780 

School,  disrupting  activities 

4 

602  W&l 

19015 

Accessory,  aiding  or  harboring  felon 

1 

32 

26020 

Arson,  vehicle 

451  d 

26031 

False  imprisonment 

1 

236 

26142/4170 

Probation  violation 

1203.2 

26170 

Resisting,  delaying  or  obstructing  peace  officer's 

148a 

27170 

duties 
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Table  55:  Violations  Reflected  in  Firearm-related  Incidents:  San  Francisco,  1999  (n=264) 

Number  of     Number  of    Number  of 
violations      suspects  victims 
Violation  identified  booked    booked  Penal  code       SF  violation  code 


cvduiiiy  a  punot:  uiiioci,  LdUbiiiy  injury  ur  Ucdui 

o 

AiHoH  raco 

lir^iHo  h\/  firoarm  attomnt 
OUILIUC  Uy  lllcdl  111,  dlldllUl 

i 

DUUoU 

AiHoH  race    iniiiroH  norcnn 
niucu  tcioc,  hijuicu  ucioUii 

1 

1 

t  ari  ar'U  inn  \A/ith  a  ni  in 

\-*cii laUui iy  wiui  a  yuM 

o 

91  £  91 QH1 n 

z  i  o,z  i  ou  i  a 

l  Inknnwn 
ui  ir\i  iuwi  i 

i  i  oj f  u  noto 

Piroarm   r*arr\/inn  InaHoH    intont  to  rnmmif  folnnw 

ni  cal  III,  L-clllylliy  lUallcU  ,  IIIICIIL  IU  L^UMIIIIIl  ItrlUlly 

1  9(19'} 
1  ZUZo 

I  z.  I  DO 

Firearm   IrtsHoH  in  wohiflo  nnccoccinn 
rllcdilll,  lUdUcU  III  vtrllf^lc,  pUbocoolUI  1 

1 

■1  9 -ICQ 
1  Z  1  Do 

kiHn^nninn  ii  iv/onMo  wir^tim 
rxiui  id|jpii  iy  juvci  iiic  viuuiii 

907 

H^lliiHnonpnif*  nffpn^p 
i  i  d  1 1  uoi  ii  uy  c  1 1 1    unci  loc 

1  1*377  H&<? 
i  tof  /  noto 

iR4in 

Evading  a  police  officer  recklessly 

1 

2800  2  CVC 

27175 

Accessory  /  aid  or  harbor  felon 

i 

32 

26020 

Traffic  violation 

25a 

Custody  of  prisoner,  return  to  prison 

3056 

Suspicious  occurrence,  possible  shots  fired 

1 

64072 

Driving  license  suspended  or  revoked 

1 

4  1 

14601  CVC 

65016 

Booked,  no  numbers  given 

1 

Ammunition,  possession  by  prohibited  person 

12316B 

12173 

Battery 

242 

4134 

Battery,  former  spouse  or  dating  relationship 

243E 

4138 

Unknown  name 

166A 

Weapon,  deadly,  exhibiting  to  resist  arrest 

4178 

27173 

Three  of  the  9  victims  who  were  booked  were  charged  with  10  different  violations. 

Two 

violations  were  for  assault-attempted  homicide  with  a  gun,  2  for  battery,  2  for  firearm  and 
ammunition  possession  by  a  prohibited  person,  and  1  each  for  false  imprisonment,  assault- 
aggravated  with  force,  exhibiting  a  deadly  weapon  to  resist  arrest,  and  a  traffic  violation;  a  single 
incident  reflected  an  unknown  violation  type  description. 

Approximately  75%  (61)  (included  are  the  5  suspects  who  were  both  a  victim  and  suspect)  of  the 
81  known  suspects  had  prior  criminal  histories  in  SF — including  74%  (17)  of  the  23  identified 
homicide  suspects  and  74%  (39)  of  the  53  identified  assault  suspects.  All  three  of  the  civilian 
suspects  involved  in  legal  intervention  shootings,  and  both  suspects  involved  in  the  shooting  of 
another,  had  prior  criminal  histories  (Figure  102). 


176 


San  Francisco  Firearm  Injury  Reporting  System 


Suspects 


Criminal  history 


No  criminal  history 


Figure  102:  Intent  of  Firearm-related  Assaultive  Incidents, 
by  Suspect's  Criminal  History:  San  Francisco,  1999 

Gang 

Of  the  suspects  with  known  gang  affiliation  (57),  63%  (36)  were  identified  as  gang  members  and 
the  incident  they  were  involved  in  may  have  been  gang-related  (Figure  103). 
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Figure  103:  Intent  of  Firearm-related  Incidents,  by  Suspect's 
Gang  Affiliation:  San  Francisco,  1999 
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Unintentional 
Self-inflicted  and  Another-inflicted 

Were  any  of  the  self-inflicted  wounds  attempted  suicides? 

No.  Data  from  the  SFGH  ED,  Trauma  Registry,  and  police  did  not  indicate  that  any  of  these 
self-inflicted  injuries  were  attempted  suicides. 

Where  did  the  another-inflicted  shootings  take  place? 

The  2  unintentional  shootings  by  another  person  each  took  place  at  the  suspect 's  place  of 
residence. 

What  were  the  circumstances  of  the  another-inflicted  shootings? 

The  shooter  (who  was  contemplating  suicide)  unintentionally  pulled  the  trigger  and  shot  his 
friend  who  was  not  the  intended  target.  Also,  there  was  a  single  case  of  a  shooter  who  thought 
that  he  had  cleared  the  chamber  when  he  fired  the  gun. 

Was  there  any  information  on  how  the  firearm  was  stored? 

One  of  the  firearms  that  were  used  in  the  another-inflicted  shootings  was  stored  at  home  in  a 
closet. 

What  were  the  circumstances  of  the  self-inflicted  injuries? 

Negligent  handling  of  the  gun,  holstering/unholstering  of  the  gun,  unintentionally  pulling  the 
trigger  and  defective  gun  malfunction. 


In  this  section 

Nonfatal  Firearm-related  Injuries 

Characteristics  of  Incidents  and  Victims 
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Unintentional  Self-inflicted  and  Another-inflicted  Injuries 


Nonfatal  Firearm-related  Injuries 
Characteristics  of  Incidents  and  Victims 

There  were  5  victims  who  reportedly  unintentionally  shot  themselves  and  2  who  were  victims  of 
unintentional  shootings  by  another  person.  None  of  these  injuries  resulted  in  death.  All  of  the 
victims  were  males.  The  race/ethnicity  of  the  victims  who  sustained  a  self-inflicted  wound  were 

3  African  Americans,  1  Hispanic,  and  1  White.  One  of  the  2  victims  who  were  unintentionally 
shot  by  another  was  African  American,  and  the  other  was  White. 

The  ages  of  the  victims  who  reported  a  self-inflicted  injury  ranged  from  20  to  44,  and  a  single 
victim  was  66.  Both  of  the  victims  who  were  unintentionally  shot  by  another  were  youths  aged 
between  15  and  19. 

With  one  year  of  data,  it  is  not  possible  to  determine  any  seasonal  patterns  in  these  injuries. 
However,  the  self-inflicted  injuries  all  occurred  between  7:30  a.m.  and  1 1:30  p.m.,  while  both  of 
the  injuries  that  resulted  from  another-inflicted  shootings  occurred  around  1 1:30  p.m.  The 
unintentional  injuries  that  were  inflicted  by  another  person  both  occurred  indoors,  while  4  of  the 
self-inflicted  injuries  occurred  outdoors,  with  one  occurring  at  an  unknown  location.  None  of  the 
self-inflicted  or  another-inflicted  injuries  occurred  at  the  victim's  place  of  residence.  Two  of  the 
5  self-inflicted  injuries  occurred  at  a  public  housing  site.  All  of  the  victims  lived  less  than  4  miles 
from  the  incident,  with  the  exception  of  the  one  victim  for  whom  the  incident  location  was  not 
known.  The  victim  with  an  unknown  injury  location  was  a  resident  of  Santa  Clara  County,  and 
all  of  the  other  victims  of  self-inflicted  and  another-inflicted  injuries  were  SF  residents. 

The  neighborhoods  in  which  the  self-inflicted  injuries  occurred  were  Potrero  Hill  (2),Ingleside  / 
Excelsior/Crocker  Amazon  (1),  Bayview/Hunter's  Point  (1),  and  one  was  unknown.  The 
unintentional  shootings  by  another  person  took  place  in  the  Ingleside/Excelsior/Crocker  Amazon 
and  Outer  Richmond  neighborhoods. 

Victims  of  self-inflicted  injuries  resided  in  the  neighborhoods  of  Potrero  Hill  and  Ingleside/ 
Excelsior/Crocker  Amazon. 

Both  another-inflicted  shootings  occurred  at  the  suspect's  residence.  The  self-inflicted  injuries 
occurred  on  the  street  (2),  one  in  a  car,  one  in  a  motel,  and  one  at  an  unknown  location. 

The  precincts  in  which  the  initial  police  reports  were  filed  for  the  self-inflicted  injuries  were 
Bayview  (3),  Ingleside  (1),  and  1  was  unknown.  Reports  of  the  2  incidents  of  unintentional 
shooting  by  another  person  were  filed  at  Taraval  and  Gang  SID.  Of  the  self-inflicted  injuries, 
none  were  related  to  work. 

For  3  of  the  5  self-inflicted  injuries  and  for  both  of  the  another-inflicted  shootings  EMS 
responded  to  the  scene.  The  2  victims  who  did  not  use  EMS  were  brought  into  SFGH  by  a  friend 
or  family  member.  All  of  the  victims  were  seen  in  the  ED.  Of  the  self-inflicted  incident  victims, 

4  were  treated  in  the  ED  and  released  and  1  was  admitted  to  the  hospital.  Both  of  the  victims 
who  were  unintentionally  shot  by  another  person  were  admitted  to  the  hospital.  The  3  victims 
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who  were  admitted  stayed  in  the  hospital  for  periods  of  between  less  than  1  day  to  3  days.  All  3 
victims  were  then  discharged  home.  One  of  the  victims  used  public  funds  to  pay  for  hospital 
charges  and  2  had  private  insurance. 

The  2  victims  who  were  unintentionally  shot  by  another  person  were  friends  of  the  suspect,  with 
no  gang-relation  circumstances.  Of  the  self-inflicted  injuries,  none  was  reported  as  being  gang- 
related;  however,  there  were  2  victims  for  whom  gang  relation  was  not  determined. 

Four  of  the  five  self-inflicted  injury  victims  had  prior  SF  criminal  histories.  The  number  of  prior 
felony  charges  ranged  from  4  to  12  and  misdemeanors  ranged  from  1  to  12.  Duration  of  prior 
contacts  ranged  from  less  than  a  year  to  almost  28  years.  Neither  of  the  2  victims  who  were 
unintentionally  shot  by  another  person  had  a  prior  criminal  history. 

The  reported  circumstances  that  led  to  the  self-inflicted  injury  were:  negligent  handling  of  the 
gun,  holstering/unholstering  of  the  gun,  unintentionally  pulling  the  trigger,  and  defective  gun 
malfunction. 

The  shooter  in  one  of  these  shootings  by  another  person  incidents  had  reportedly  been  having 
suicidal  ideations  all  day,  when  he  unintentionally  pulled  the  trigger  and  shot  his  friend.  This 
firearm  was  reportedly  stored  in  his  father's  closet.  The  other  unintentional  incident  occurred 
when  the  friend  of  the  victim  was  curious  about  the  gun.  He  had  removed  the  magazine  and  drew 
the  slide  back  3  times  to  clear  the  chamber  and  thought  that  the  chamber  was  cleared,  and  it 
subsequently  fired  and  shot  his  friend. 

Of  the  self-inflicted  injuries,  4  victims  had  injuries  resulting  from  a  single  bullet  and  one  victim 
was  struck  by  multiple  bullets,  resulting  in  3  incidents  with  single  and  2  incidents  with  multiple 
wounds.  Three  of  these  wounds  occurred  in  the  lower  extremities  and  2  in  the  upper  extremities. 
A  single  bullet  was  fired  in  both  of  the  another-inflicted  shootings  resulting  in  one  incident  with 
a  single  and  one  incident  with  multiple  wounds.  One  of  the  another-inflicted  shootings  resulted 
in  a  wound  in  the  upper  extremities  and  there  were  2  injuries  to  the  head  of  the  other  victim  (1 
head  and  1  brain). 

There  were  7  firearms  involved  in  these  injuries.  All  were  handguns  with  a  conventional  or  semi- 
automatic firing  mechanism,  with  the  exception  of  a  single  incident  with  an  unknown  type  of 
firearm.  Both  guns  were  recovered  in  the  another-inflicted  shooting  incidents  and  two  were 
reported  as  being  recovered  in  the  self-inflicted  injury  incidents.  A  medium  caliber  gun  was  used 
in  both  of  the  unintentional  shootings.  However,  in  the  self-inflicted  injury  incidents  calibers 
ranged  from  small  (1),  to  medium  (2),  to  large  (1),  and  one  was  unknown.  The  small  caliber 
firearm  was  used  by  a  victim  aged  over  65,  victims  aged  20  to  24  used  1  each  of  medium  and 
large  caliber  firearms,  1  victim  with  an  unknown  age  was  shot  by  a  medium  caliber  firearm,  and 
1  victim  of  unknown  age  was  shot  with  an  unknown  caliber. 

The  reported  makes  of  the  known  firearms  used  in  these  self-inflicted  injury  incidents  included  a 
single  instance  each  of:  Llama,  Harrington  &  Richardson,  and  3  unknown  makes;  a  Glock  and  a 
Taurus  were  used  in  unintentionally  another-inflicted  injury  incidents. 
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How  many  incidents  of  legal  intervention  occurred? 

There  were  6  incidents  involving  8  victims. 

How  often  did  legal  interventions  result  in  a  death? 

Three  of  the  5  civilian  victims  were  fatalities. 

Were  all  officers  involved  on  duty? 

Yes. 

How  many  officers  were  injured? 

Three  of  the  8  victims  were  law  enforcement  officers  who  sustained  nonfatal  firearm  injuries. 
How  often  did  these  shootings  take  place  in  a  public  area? 

The  fatal  incidents  took  place  on  the  street,  in  a  parking  lot,  and  in  a  bank  The  nonfatal 
incidents  took  place  at  a  home,  on  the  street,  and  in  a  bank. 

Did  the  victims  who  were  involved  in  legal  interventions  have  a  criminal  history? 

All  5  civilian  victims  of  legal  intervention  had  a  criminal  history. 


In  this  section  j 
Fatal  and  Nonfatal  Firearm-related  Injuries 
Characteristics  of  Incidents  and  Victims 
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Fatal  and  Nonfatal  Firearm-related  Injuries 
Characteristics  of  Incidents  and  Victims 

There  were  6  incidents  of  legal  intervention,  involving  8  victims.  Three  of  the  victims  were  law  enforcement 
officers  who  sustained  nonfatal  injuries.  No  demographic  information  was  collected  for  the  law  enforcement 
officers,  to  maintain  confidentiality.  There  were  2  nonfatal  civilian  injuries  and  3  fatal  civilian  injuries 
(Figure  104). 


6  Legal  Intervention  Incidents 


5  Victims 


2  Fatalities, 
civilians 


8  Shooters,  law 
enforcement 
officers 


3  Both  victims  and 
shooters 


2  Civilian  suspects 


2  Nonfatalities, 
civilians 


2  Nonfatalities, 
law  enforcement 
officers 


1  Nonfatality, 
law  enforcement 
officer 


Figure  104:  Number  of  Victims,  Law  Enforcement  Officers,  and  Suspects  Involved  in  Legal 
Intervention  Incidents:  San  Francisco,  1999 

All  of  the  fatalities  were  nonresidents.  The  2  nonfatality  victims  (other  than  the  law  enforcement  officers) 
were  residents.  All  of  the  victims  were  males.  The  ages  of  the  victims  who  were  fatally  wounded  ranged  from 
26  to  53.  The  2  nonfatality  victims'  ages  were  19  and  31.  The  race/ethnicity  of  the  fatality  victims  was  1 
Hispanic,  1  Asian,  and  1  African  American.  Both  nonfatality  victims  were  African  Americans. 


Overall,  the  6  injury  incidents  took  place  in  the  months  of  January  (2),  October  (2),  and  December  (2).  Two 
fatal  injuries  occurred  in  January  and  one  occurred  in  December,  with  2  of  them  occurring  on  Fridays  and 
one  on  Monday.  The  time  of  these  incidents  ranged  from  12:30  a.m.  to  7:30  p.m.  The  nonfatal  injuries  took 
place  in  January  (2),  October  (2)  and  one  in  December.  The  nonfatal  injuries  also  occurred  on  Friday  (2), 
with  one  injury  on  each  of  Sunday,  Tuesday,  and  Thursday.  These  nonfatal  incidents  occurred  between  12:40 
a.m.  and  7:30  p.m. 

There  was  a  single  injury  occurring  indoors  at  the  victim's  residence,  3  occurred  both  in  and  outdoors  and  4 
injuries  occurred  outdoors.  The  precincts  where  the  fatality  reports  were  filed  were  Central  (1)  and  Southern 
(2),  and  the  nonfatality  reports  were  filed  at  Mission  (1),  Park  (1),  and  Taraval  (1). 

The  fatalities  occurred  on  the  street  (2),  in  a  bank  (1),  and  in  a  parking  lot  (1).  The  nonfatal  injuries  occurred 
in  the  home  (1),  on  the  street  (2),  and  in  a  bank  (2). 
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The  neighborhoods  in  which  the  fatal  injuries  occurred  were  Potrero  Hill  (1),  Telegraph  Hill/Embarcadero 
(1),  and  North  Beach/Chinatown  (1).  The  nonfatal  injuries  occurred  in  Inner  Mission  (2),  Telegraph  Hill/ 
Embarcadero  (1),  Ingleside/Excelsior/Crocker  Amazon  (1),  and  Haight-Ashbury(l).  None  of  the  legal 
interventions  took  place  in  public  housing. 

Two  of  the  fatality  victims  lived  between  10  and  29  miles  from  the  incident  and  one  lived  between  30  and  50 
miles  from  the  incident.  The  nonfatality  victims  lived  at  the  incident  location  (1),  and  one  lived  between  1 
and  3  miles  from  the  incident.  All  the  nonfatality  victims  lived  within  3  miles  of  the  incident. 

Of  the  fatality  victims,  2  were  married  and  one  had  never  married.  Two  of  the  fatality  victims  had  served  in 
the  military.  One  of  the  fatality  victims  was  foreign-born  and  the  2  other  fatality  victims  were  born  in  the 
United  States.  The  occupations  of  the  fatality  victims  were  management,  construction,  and  sail  maker.  The 
fatality  victims'  education  levels  ranged  from  the  10th  grade  to  the  12th  grade. 

The  circumstances  surrounding  these  legal  interventions  were  a  single  incident  of  possible  domestic  violence 
(family  violence),  robbery  (2),  officers  shot  on  duty  (3),  and  suspected  criminals  shot  by  police  (7). 

One  of  the  fatality  victims  was  shot  with  a  single  bullet  (single  wound)  and  2  were  shot  multiple  times, 
resulting  in  8  and  30  wounds,  respectively.  Each  of  the  5  nonfatality  victims  was  shot  with  a  single  bullet, 
resulting  in  a  single  wound.  The  location  of  the  wound  entry  is  shown  in  Figure  105. 
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Figure  105:  Initial  Location  of  Body  Wounds  for  Fatal  and  Nonfatal  Legal  Intervention 
Firearm-related  Injuries:  San  Francisco,  1999 

Note:  There  were  3  fatality  victims  representing  9  wounds  and  5  nonfatality  victims  representing  14  wounds,  for  a  total 
of  23  wound  locations. 


H  -  Head  S  -  Spine      A  -  Abdomen,  lower  back 

N  -  Neck  F  -  Face       T  -  Thorax 

UE  -Upper  extremities  LE  -  Lower  extremities 
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All  3  legal  intervention  fatality  victims  were  tested  for  alcohol  and  for  drugs.  Two  were  positive  for  alcohol 
with  a  blood  alcohol  level  of  less  than  0.08%  and  2  were  positive  for  drugs  (one  for  cocaine  and  one  for 
amphetamines).  All  3  victims  tested  positive  for  alcohol  and/or  drugs. 

EMS  was  present  at  the  scene  for  all  injuries.  One  victim  died  at  the  scene,  one  was  dead  on  arrival  at  the 
SFGH  ED,  and  one  died  in  the  operating  room.  The  survival  time  for  the  fatality  victims  ranged  from  39 
minutes  to  1  hour  and  28  minutes.  Four  of  the  nonfatality  victims  were  admitted  to  SFGH  and  were 
hospitalized  for  less  than  one  day  to  5  days.  ISS's  for  the  2  nonfatality  victims  were  under  10  and  were  41 
and  43,  respectively,  for  the  2  fatalities. 

All  three  of  the  fatality  victims  had  prior  criminal  histories  and  both  of  the  nonfatality  victims  had  prior 
criminal  histories.  Both  of  the  nonfatality  victims  also  had  juvenile  records.  One  of  the  nonfatality  victims 
had  re-offended  before  the  year  200 1 . 

The  two  nonfatality  victims  had  felony  records  with  6  and  1 1  charges,  respectively,  and  misdemeanor  records 
with  3  and  4  charges,  respectively.  One  of  the  nonfatality  victims  had  been  charged  with  7  felonies  and  one 
misdemeanor  as  a  juvenile.  Both  of  the  nonfatality  victims  were  booked. 
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Abbreviated  Injury  Severity  Scale  (AIS):  An  anatomically  based  system  that  classifies  individual 
injuries  by  body  region.  The  scale  ranges  from  1  (minor  injury)  to  6  (maximum  injury,  virtually 
unsurvivable). 


Age-adjusted  rate:  An  age-adjusted  rate  is  a  standardized  rate.  Through  direct  standardization,  a  single 
summary  value  for  each  group  is  produced  which  is  "free"  from  confounding  influence  of  the  age 
distribution.    The  utility  of  the  age-adjusted  rate  is  that  it  allows  comparison  across  groups.  A 
comparison  of  crude  rates  can  be  misleading  because  the  comparison  can  be  distorted  by  differences  in 
other  factors  that  can  affect  the  outcome,  such  as  age.  Standardization  is  one  way  to  remove  the 

1 8 

distortion  introduced  by  the  different  age  distributions. 

Age-specific  injury  rate:  Generally,  the  number  of  injuries  per  100,000  of  a  specified  age  group. 

Assault  (aggravated):  An  unlawful  attack  or  attempted  attack  by  one  person  on  another  person,  with 
the  intent  of  inflicting  severe  bodily  nonfatal  injury.  This  type  of  assault  is  usually  accompanied  by  the 
use  of  a  weapon  or  other  means  likely  to  produce  death  or  great  bodily  harm 

Assault  Weapon:  Any  of  various  automatic  or  semiautomatic  rifles  designed  for  military  use  with  large 
capacity  magazines.  If  a  firearm  was  reported  in  the  incident  report  as  an  assault  weapon,  it  is  reflected 
in  this  report  as  such.  In  1999,  Title  11,  Division  1,  Chapter  12.9,  California  Penal  Code  Section 
12276(a)-(c)  lists  firearms  identified  as  assault  weapons  (see  Appendix  and 
http://caag.state.ca.us/firearms/regs/aw.htm). 

Automatic:  Firearm  that  loads,  fires,  and  ejects  ammunition  continuously  with  one  trigger  squeeze. 
Often  confused  with  a  semiautomatic  firearm.  Machine  guns  are  true  automatic  weapons. 

Caliber:  Measurement  of  the  inside  diameter  of  the  barrel  of  a  firearm.  Caliber  may  be  measured  in 
hundredths  of  an  inch  (e.g.,  .45  caliber),  but  may  also  be  measured  in  millimeters  (e.g.,  9mm).  Small 
caliber  is  less  than  or  equal  to  8mm/.32;  medium  caliber  is  greater  than  8mm/.32  to  less  than  10mm/.40; 
large  caliber  is  equal  to  or  greater  than  10mm/.40. 

California  Penal  Code:  The  California  Penal  Code  contains  statutes  that  define  criminal  offenses, 
specify  corresponding  punishments,  and  describe  criminal  justice  system  mandates  and  procedures. 

Cartridge:  A  round  of  ammunition  that  includes  primer,  gunpowder,  and  explosive  cap  to  ignite  the 
powder,  gun  casing  ,  and  the  bullet  or  shot. 

Fatality:  An  injury  that  results  in  death. 


l6Selvin,  S.  Measures  of  Risk:  Rates  and  Probabilities.  Statistical  Analysis  of  Epidemiological  Data,  edited  by  Oxford 

University  Press,  New  York:  Oxford  University  Press;  1996. 
17Greenberg,  R.S.  Medical  Surveillance.  Medical  Epidemiology,  edited  by  Appleton  &  Lange;  1993. 
18Rothman,  K.J.  Modern  Epidemiology,  edited  by  Little,  Brown  &  Company,  Boston/Toronto:  Little,  Brown  &  Company; 

1986. 
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Firearm:  A  firearm  is  a  weapon  consisting  of  a  metal  tube  that  fires  a  projectile  at  high  velocity  using  an 
explosive  charge  as  a  propellant.  This  definition  includes  handguns,  rifles,  and  shotguns,  and  excludes 
BB  guns,  pellet  guns,  and  air  guns. 

Firearm  Injury:  A  penetrating  injury  caused  by  the  discharge  of  a  firearm. 

Gauge:  Shotgun  measurement  that  is  determined  by  the  number  of  lead  balls,  of  the  same  diameter  as 
the  barrel,  that  it  would  take  to  weigh  one  pound. 

Handgun:  Short-barreled  firearm  that  is  usually  held  at  arm's  length,  rather  than  at  the  shoulder,  to  fire. 
Among  the  most  common  types  of  handguns  are  revolvers  and  semiautomatic  pistols. 

Homicide:  The  killing  of  one  human  being  by  another. 

Incident:  An  "incident"  is  defined  for  SFFIRS  and  NFFIRS  (the  National  system)  reporting  purposes  as 
one  or  more  firearm-related  injuries,  assaults,  or  suicidal  acts  committed  by  the  same  person,  or  group  of 
persons  acting  in  concert,  at  the  same  time  and  place.  "Acting  in  concert"  requires  that  the  persons 
actually  commit  or  assist  in  the  commission  of  the  assault(s)  or  suicidal  act(s).  The  persons  must  be 
aware  of,  and  consent  to,  the  commission  of  the  assault(s)  or  suicidal  act(s);  or  even  if  nonconsenting, 
their  actions  must  assist  in  the  commission  of  the  assault(s)  or  suicidal  act(s). 
"Same  time  and  place"  means  that  the  time  interval  between  the  events  and  the  distance  between  the 
locations  where  they  occurred  were  insignificant.  Normally,  the  events  must  have  occurred  during  an 
unbroken  time  duration  and  at  the  same  or  adjoining  location(s). 

Injury  Rate:  A  statistical  measure  describing  the  number  of  injuries  observed  or  expected  to  occur  in  a 
defined  number  of  people  (usually  100,000)  during  a  defined  time  period  (usually  1  year).  Used  as  an 
expression  of  the  relative  risk  among  different  injuries  or  groups.19 

Intentional  Injury:  An  injury  that  is  judged  to  have  been  purposely  inflicted,  either  by  one's  self  (suicide 
or  attempt)  or  another  (homicide  or  assault). 

Injury  Severity  Score  (ISS):  Is  the  sum  of  the  squares  of  the  highest  AIS  score  in  three  different  body 
regions.  ISS  ranges  from  1  to  75.  It  was  developed  for  analysis  of  overall  injury  severity  and  probability 
of  survival. 

Juvenile:  Person  under  the  age  of  18. 

Legal  Intervention:  Injuries  inflicted  by  police  or  other  law  enforcement  agents  on  duty. 

Magazine:  Part  of  the  semiautomatic  firearm  that  holds  ammunition  until  it  is  ready  to  be  fed  into  the 
chamber. 

Pistol:  Any  handgun  that  does  not  contain  its  ammunition  in  a  revolving  cylinder.  Pistols  can  be 
manually  cocked  or  semiautomatic. 


l9National  Committee  for  Injury  Prevention  and  Control  (NCIPC).  Injury  Prevention:  Meeting  the  Challenge.  New  York, 
NY:  Oxford  University  Press;  1988. 
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Reliability  of  rates:  The  National  Center  for  Health  Statistics  (NCHS)  considers  rates  based  on  20  or 
fewer  annual  incidents  to  be  statistically  unreliable  and  to  be  regarded  with  caution.  An  increase  from 
three  to  four  incidents  has  a  greater  impact  on  the  rate,  for  example,  than  an  increase  from  30  to  31 
incidents.  A  very  small  numerator  means  that  each  incident  takes  on  a  greater  statistical  significance  and 
that  the  rate  has  a  greater  relative  standard  error.   Additionally,  when  there  are  fewer  than  5  events  no 
rate  should  be  calculated. 

Revolver:  Firearm  having  a  revolving  cylinder  that  holds  the  ammunition.  Ammunition  is  placed  in 
chambers  in  the  cylinder,  allowing  the  gun  to  be  fired  several  times  without  requiring  reloading. 

Rifle:  A  long  rifled-bore  firearm  designed  to  be  fired  from  the  shoulder.  Bullets  leave  rifle  barrels 
generally  at  a  higher  velocity  than  they  do  from  handgun  barrels. 

Self-loader:  A  semiautomatic  firearm 

Semiautomatic:  Refers  to  a  type  of  firearm  action  used  in  some  shotguns,  rifles,  and  handguns.  When 
fired,  semiautomatics  automatically  extract  and  eject  the  empty  ammunition  case  and  chamber  a  new 
cartridge  with  each  pull  of  the  trigger. 

Shell:  Container  that  holds  the  shot  and  other  parts  (wad,  powder,  primer)  of  ammunition  for  shotguns. 
Shot:  Balls  of  lead  or  steel  used  to  fill  a  shotgun  shell. 

Shotgun:  A  long-barreled  smooth-bore  firearm  that  fires  many  lead  or  steel  pellets  (shot)  with  each 
discharge. 

Surveillance:  The  ongoing  and  systematized  collection,  analysis,  and  interpretation  of  data  in  the 
process  of  describing  and  monitoring  a  health  event. 

Suspected  shooter:  The  "suspected  shooter"  (or  "suspect"  for  short)  refers  to  the  person  or  people  who 
are  suspected  to  have  discharged  the  firearm  in  non-self-inflicted  shootings.  In  gun  accident  cases,  the 
suspected  shooter  is  generally  the  person  who  pulled  the  trigger  or  otherwise  caused  the  gun  to 
discharge.  In  interpersonal  violence-related  cases,  suspected  shooters  may  include  not  only  the  person 
who  pulled  the  trigger,  but  other  offenders  who  were  part  of  the  incident.  For  example,  if  two  people 
robbed  a  bank  and  a  bank  teller  was  shot,  both  offenders  would  be  listed  in  the  incident.  The  main 
source  of  these  data,  the  Supplementary  Homicide  Report,  does  not  differentiate  the  actual  shooter  from 
the  other  offenders,  and  often  this  information  has  not  been  determined  at  the  time  it  is  reported. 

Uniform  Crime  Reporting  (UCR):  A  federal  reporting  system  that  provides  data  on  crime  based  on 
police  statistics  submitted  by  local  law  enforcement  agencies.  The  California  Department  of  Justice 
administers  and  forwards  the  data  for  the  state  to  the  federal  program.  This  is  the  source  of  the 
Supplementary  Homicide  Report  (SHR). 


Yuwiler,  J.,  Ray,  L.U.  Fatal  Injury  Matrix,  For  Intentional  and  Unintentional  Childhood;  1998. 
2 'Family  Health  Outcomes  Project.  Guidelines  for  analysis  of  maternal  and  child  health  indicators  in  small  geographic  areas 
or  where  there  are  few  events.  San  Francisco,  California;  1997. 
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Unintentional  Injury:  An  injury  that  is  judged  to  have  occurred  without  any  one  intending  that  harm  to 

be  done. 

Victim:  Refers  to  the  person  who  was  shot.  Use  of  the  term  does  not  imply  that  the  victim  was  innocent 
of  any  wrongdoing.  For  example,  an  incident  in  which  an  offender  fatally  shoots  a  victim  and  then 
himself  is  shot  to  death  by  the  police  will  appear  as  both  a  suspected  shooter  and  as  a  victim  in  the  same 
incident. 
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California  Code  of  Regulations 

Title  1 1,  Division  1,  Chapter  12.9.  -  Department  of  Justice  Regulations  for  Assault  Weapons  Identification 
Pursuant  to  Penal  Code  Section  12276  Subdivisions  (a),  (b),  (c),  and  (e). 

§  979.10.  California  Penal  Code  Section  12276(a)-(c)  Assault  Weapons  List. 


(a)  Rifles 

Armalite  AR-180 

Beretta  AR-70 

Bushmaster  Assault  Rifle 

Calico  M-900 

Colt  AR-15(all) 

Daewoo  AR100,  AR1 10C 

Daewoo  K-l,  K-2 

Daewoo  Max  1 ,  Max  2 

Fabrique  Nationale  308  Match,  Sporter 

Fabrique  Nationale  FAL,  LAR,  FNC 

HK91,94,  PSG-1 

HK  93 

IMI  Galil 

IMI  Uzi 

J&R  ENG  M-68 

MAADI  CO  AK47 

MAADI  CO  ARM 

Made  in  China  56 

Made  in  China  56S 

Made  in  China  84S 

Made  in  China  86S 

Made  in  China  AK 

Made  in  China  AK47 

Made  in  China  AKM 

Made  in  China  AKS 

Made  in  Spain  CETME  Sporter 

MAS  223 

Norinco  56 

Norinco  56  S 

Norinco  84  S 

Norinco  86  S 

Norinco  SKS  w/  detachable  magazine 

Poly  technologies  AK47 

Poly  technologies  AKS 

RPB  Industries,  Inc.  sMIO,  sMl  1 

SIG  AMT,  PE-57 

SIG  SG  550,  SG  551 

Sterling  MK-6 


Steyr  AUG 

SWD  Incorporated  Mil 
Valmet  M62S,  M71S,  M78S 
Weaver  Arms  Nighthawk 


(b)  Pistols 

Advance  Armament  Inc.  Mil 
Bushmaster  Pistol 
Calico  M-950 
Encom  MP-9,  MP-45 
IMI  UZI 
Intratec  TEC-9 

Military  Armament  Corp.  M-l  1 

RPB  Industries  Inc.  sMIO,  sMl  1 

Sites  Spectre 

Sterling  MK-7 

SWD  Incorporated  Mil 

(c)  Shotguns 

Cobray  Streetsweeper  -  S/S  Inc.,  SS/12 
Cobray  Striker  12 
Franchi  SPAS  12,  LAW  12 

Note: 

Authority  cited:  Penal  Code  Section  12276.5, 
subdivision  (h). 

Reference:  Penal  Code  Section  12276, 

subdivisions  (a),  (b),  and  (c). 

§  979.1 1.  California  Penal  Code  Section  12276(e) 

Assault  Weapons  List. 

(a)  Rifles 

American  Arms  AK-C  47 
American  Arms  AK-F  39 
American  Arms  AK-F  47 
American  Arms  AK-Y  39 
American  Spirit  USA  Model 
Armalite  AR  10  (all) 
Armalite  Golden  Eagle 
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Armalite  M15  (all) 

Arsenal  SLG  (all) 

Arsenal  SLR  (all) 

B-West  AK-47  (all) 

Bushmaster  XM15  (all) 

Colt  Law  Enforcement  (6920) 

Colt  Match  Target  (all) 

Colt  Sporter  (all) 

Dalphon  B.F.D. 

DPMS  Panther  (all) 

Eagle  Arms  EA-15  A2  H-BAR 

Eagle  Arms  EA-15  El 

Eagle  Arms  Ml 5  (all) 

Frankford  Arsenal  AR-15  (all) 

Hesse  Arms  HAR  15A2  (all) 

Hesse  Arms  Model  47  (all) 

Hesse  Arms  Wieger  STG  940  Rifle 

Inter  Ordnance  -  Monroe,  NC  AK-47  (all) 

Inter  Ordnance  -  Monroe,  NC  M-97 

Inter  Ordnance  -  Monroe,  NC  RPK 

Kalashnikov  USA  Hunter  Rifle  /  Saiga 

Knights  RAS  (all) 

Knights  SR-15(all) 

Knights  SR-25  (all) 

Les  Baer  Ultimate  AR  (all) 

MAADI  CO  MISR  (all) 

MAADI  CO  MISTR  (all) 

Mitchell  Arms,  Inc.  AK-47  (all) 

Mitchell  Arms,  Inc.  AK-47  Cal  .308  (all) 

Mitchell  Arms,  Inc.  M-76 

Mitchell  Arms,  Inc.  M-90 

Mitchell  Arms,  Inc.  RPK 

Norinco  81  S  (all) 

Norinco  86  (all) 


Norinco  AK-47  (all) 

Norinco  Hunter  Rifle 

Norinco  MAK  90 

Norinco  NHM  90,  90-2,  91  Sport 

Norinco  RPK  Rifle 

Ohio  Ordnance  Works  (o.o.w.)  AK-74 

Ohio  Ordnance  Works  (o.o.w.)  ROMAK  991 

Olympic  Arms  AR-15 

Olympic  Arms  Car-97 

Olympic  Arms  PCR  (all) 

Ordnance,  Inc.  AR-15 

Palmetto  SGA  (all) 

Professional  Ordnance,  Inc.  Carbon  15  Rifle 

PWA  All  Models 

Rock  River  Arms,  Inc.  Car  A2 

Rock  River  Arms,  Inc.  Car  A4  Flattop 

Rock  River  Arms,  Inc.  LE  Tactical  Carbine 

Rock  River  Arms,  Inc.  NM  A2  -  DCM  Legal 

Rock  River  Arms,  Inc.  Standard  A-2 

Rock  River  Arms,  Inc.  Standard  A-4  Flattop 

Valmet  76  S 

Valmet  Hunter  Rifle 

Wilson  Combat  AR-15 

WUM  WUM  (all) 

(b)  Pistols 

MARS  Pistol 

Professional  Ordnance,  Inc.  Carbon  15  Pistol 
Note 

Authority  cited:  Penal  Code  Section  12276.5, 
subdivision  (h). 

Reference:  Penal  Code  Section  12276,  subdivision 
(e). 
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Senate  Bill  23  Assault  Weapon  Characteristics 

Effective  January  1,  2000,  Senate  Bill  23,  Statutes  of  1999,  establishes  new  criteria  for  defining  assault 
weapons  based  on  generic  characteristics.  This  bill  allows  and  requires  persons  who  own/possess 
firearms  that  fall  under  the  new  "assault  weapon"  definition  to  register  those  firearms  with  the 
Department  of  Justice  during  the  one-year  period  between  January  1,  2000  and  December  31,  2000. 
Effective  January  1,  2000,  this  bill  adds  Penal  Code  Section  12276.1  to  the  Penal  Code  as  follows. 

12276.1  (a)  Notwithstanding  Section  12276,  "assault  weapon"  shall  also  mean  any  of  the  following: 

(1)  A  semiautomatic,  centerfire  rifle  that  has  the  capacity  to  accept  a  detachable  magazine  and  any  one 
of  the  following: 

(A)  A  pistol  grip  that  protrudes  conspicuously  beneath  the  action  of  the  weapon. 

(B)  A  thumbhole  stock. 

(C)  A  folding  or  telescoping  stock. 

(D)  A  grenade  launcher  or  flare  launcher. 

(E)  A  flash  suppressor. 

(F)  A  forward  pistol  grip. 

(2)  A  semiautomatic,  centerfire  rifle  that  has  a  fixed  magazine  with  the  capacity  to  accept  more  than  10 
rounds. 

(3)  A  semiautomatic,  centerfire  rifle  that  has  an  overall  length  of  less  than  30  inches. 

(4)  A  semiautomatic  pistol  that  has  the  capacity  to  accept  a  detachable  magazine  and  any  one  of  the 
following: 

(A)  A  threaded  barrel,  capable  of  accepting  a  flash  suppressor,  forward  handgrip,  or  silencer. 

(B)  A  second  handgrip. 

(C)  A  shroud  that  is  attached  to,  or  partially  or  completely  encircles,  the  barrel  that  allows  the  bearer  to 
fire  the  weapon  without  burning  his  or  her  hand,  except  a  slide  that  encloses  the  barrel. 

(D)  The  capacity  to  accept  a  detachable  magazine  at  some  location  outside  of  the  pistol  grip. 

(5)  A  semiautomatic  pistol  with  a  fixed  magazine  that  has  the  capacity  to  accept  more  than  10  rounds. 

(6)  A  semiautomatic  shotgun  that  has  both  of  the  following: 

(A)  A  folding  or  telescoping  stock. 

(B)  A  pistol  grip  that  protrudes  conspicuously  beneath  the  action  of  the  weapon,  thumbhole  stock,  or 
vertical  handgrip. 

(7)  A  semiautomatic  shotgun  that  has  the  ability  to  accept  a  detachable  magazine. 

(8)  Any  shotgun  with  a  revolving  cylinder. 

(b)  "Assault  weapon"  does  not  include  any  antique  firearm. 


(c)  The  following  definitions  shall  apply  under  this  section: 
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(1)  "Magazine"  shall  mean  any  ammunition  feeding  device. 

(2)  "Capacity  to  accept  more  than  10  rounds"  shall  mean  capable  of  accommodating  more  than  10 
rounds,  but  shall  not  be  construed  to  include  a  feeding  device  that  has  been  permanently  altered  so  that 
it  cannot  accommodate  more  than  10  rounds. 

(3)  "Antique  firearm"  means  any  firearm  manufactured  prior  to  January  1,  1899. 
(d)  This  section  shall  become  operative  January  1,  2000. 
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